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PREFATORY DEDICATION. 


TO THE VENERABLE 


CHARLES MUSGRAVE, D.D. 

ARCHDEACON OF CRAVEN, 

VICAR OF HALIFAX, AND LATE FELLOW OF TRINITY COLLEGE, 
CAMBRIDGE. 


Reverend and dear Sir, ■ 

In availing myself of your permission to de- 
dicate to you the following publication, I can only 
wish that it were more adequate to the subject, and 
worthier of the sanction of your name. You will 
at least accept it as an expression of the obligation 
which I feel for the uniform kindness and courtesy 
I have experienced at your hands, as well as for the 
share you have had in the institution of the Crosse 
Scholarship, which has proved so great an encou- 
ragement in the pursuit of Theological learning. 

The circumstances, moreover, which led to this 
publication, and which took their origin at a Meet- 
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ing over which you presided, are also well known 
to yourself. And whilst they form an apology 
for thus troubling one so much occupied for the 
good of the Church, may justify a retired Presbyter, 
engaged in a laborious Pastoral Charge, and at a 
distance from public libraries, in venturing on the 
field of polemic discussion, with only a few pebbles 
from the stream of Scripture and antiquity. 

The following Sermon was preached at the 
Parish Church of Almondbury, on Thursday, Sep- 
tember 15th, 1842 ; and is published at the desire 
of several of the Clergy who were present. In 
acceding to their kind request, I have felt it neces- 
sary to be more explicit on the peculiar topic of the 
Maternity of the Blessed Virgin, than the limits or 
objects of a Discourse from the pulpit allowed. I 
have, therefore, added a disquisition on that~sub- 
ject, in preference to either lengthening the Sermon 
itself, or embarrassing it with critical notes. 

I have endeavoured in both compositions to 
avoid allusions to personal and passing circum- 
stances ; and to handle the Theological question on 
its own merits, with as little as possible of the spirit 
of controversy. 

Having remained for some months a spectator of 
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a painful and still protracted conflict, it has ap- 
peared to me that each party from the outset 
laboured under a misapprehension of the other’s 
meaning, in either maintaining or rejecting a doubt- 
ful expression — “ the Mother of God,” as applied 
to the Holy Virgin. And while peace and unity 
have been broken for its sake, the real limits of truth 
and heresy, for which either party is equally zealous, 
have not been defined. 

It will give me the sincerest pleasure, if, as I am 
encouraged to hope, I am able to remove any mis- 
understanding among brethren on this mysterious 
subject, by the elucidation of Catholic and Evan- 
gelical doctrine and language ; and thereby pro- 
mote the great ends for which the Son of God 
became incarnate, — “ Glory to God in the Highest, 
and on earth peace, good-will towards men.” 

I beg to remain, 

Reverend and dear Sir, 

Your very faithful and obliged servant, 

C. A. HULBERT. 

Slaithwaite , near Huddersfield, , 

November 14 th f 1842. 
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A SERMON 


ON THB 

SONG OF THE BLESSED VIRGIN. 


Luke i. 46 , 47 . 

“ My soul doth magnify the Lord , and my spirit hath rejoiced in 
God my Saviour .” 

The language of humble thankfulness, which the Church 
borrows from the inspired Song of the Virgin Mother of 
our Lord, is calculated to give us exalted views of our 
gracious Redeemer, as well as a proper estimate of the 
respect due to the memory of her, who once bore the God- 
man in her womb. But it is to be feared that many who 
take these sacred words so frequently into their lips in the 
daily service, allow them to sink very little into their 
hearts. The deadness and worldliness of their affec- 
tions form but a barren soil for the holy seed of God’s 
word. 

But as we would “ take heed how we hear,” and how 
we pray; so let us learn to sing “with the spirit and with 
the understanding also for as “ praying i3 the end of 
preaching;” so is “the sacrifice of praise” a blessed ac- 
knowledgment and preparative for the inestimable gift of 
God’s holy word. For in such service God, angels and 
glorified saints delight; and there is not a ransomed 
spirit now in the presence of the Lord, who will not with 
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THE SONG OF THE BLESSED VIRGIN. 


joy take up the words of our text , — “ My soul doth mag- 
nify the Lord, and my spirit hath rejoiced in God my 
Saviour.” 

That very great respect is due to the character of the 
blessed Mary, that “all generations should call her 
blessed,” cannot be doubted. But like many other sacred 
truths it has been strangely and blasphemously perverted 
by the Church of Rome. 

We shall do well, therefore, to ascertain what is really 
asserted respecting the Mother of the Christ in the Scrip- 
tures, and what we may safely learn therefrom, so as to 
form a right view of the duty of the Church respecting 
her, who, though a creature like ourselves, became the 
temple of the Godhead, the living tabernacle in which 
dwelt the incarnate Deity. 

Having done this, we shall proceed to a consideration of 
the words of our text, in their spiritual and instructive 
import; fervently praying, that the Holy Spirit will descend 
upon us in all his dove-like influence, conveying peace, 
grace and truth to our souls. 

First, we learn that the Mother of our Lord, was a 
woman of like nature with all the fallen daughters of 
Adam. “ God sent forth his Son made of a woman, made 
under the law,”* and this in exact fulfilment of the origi- 
nal promise given in Paradise, that the seed of the woman 
should bruise the serpent’s head; and which was con- 
firmed to Abraham, Isaac, Jacob, Judah and David, “ of 
whom, as concerning the flesh, Christ came, who is over 
all, God blessed for ever, Amen.”f There was therefore 
no peculiar purity in the nature of her, from whom the 
Son of God derived his human substance ; he partook of 
the nature which had sinned, but was himself without sin; 
because he took not to him a human person, but a human 
* Gal. iv. 4. f Rom. ix. 5. 
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nature ; not the form of any particular man, but the form 
and fashion of man generally. 

We deny, therefore, the doctrine of the Papists, that 
Mary was without sin from her mother’s womb : she was 
a mere woman; and it appears also that she was a sinful 
woman, for in the text she rejoices in God her Saviour. 

Mary was, however, a Virgin, according to the prophecy 
of Isaiah, “Behold a Virgin shall conceive and bear a 
son;”* and her own declaration to the angel — “How can 
this be, seeing I know not a man ?”f His answer is most 
sublime : “ The Holy Ghost shall come upon thee, and 
the power of the Highest shall overshadow thee ; there- 
fore also that holy thing which shall be born of thee shall 
be called the Son of God.” We have here a similarly 
lofty idea of the operation of the Holy Ghost, proceeding 
from the Father, as when upon the barren, void, and 
lightless chaos, the Spirit of God brooded as a dove, and 
brought from the dark and formless abyss the glorious and 
beautiful world which we inhabit. 

Not sinless, though doubtless sanctified by divine grace, 
was the nature of the Mother of Jesus ; but the Lord of 
all worlds, “ when he took upon him t6 deliver man, did 
not abhor the Virgin’s womb.” She was indeed endued 
with much humility; for she speaks, in the holy hymn 
before us, of “the lowliness of his handmaid;” and 
rejoices, like Hannah of old, in the condescension of her 
Lord. 

She is also gifted with faith and submission, for when 
assured of the possibility and truth of the declaration by 
the angel, she says, “ Behold the handmaid of the Lord , be 
it unto me according to thy word” And she is filled with 
joy and gratitude when her cousin Elizabeth salutes her 
as “ Blessed among women,” and assures her that there 

* Isaiah, vii. 14. f Luke, i* 34. Also see Jer. mi. 12. 
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shall be a fulfilment of the rich and gracious promises 
which had been made to her. Thus, then, we see verified 
the salutation of the Angel, " Hail, thou that art highly 
favoured, the Lord is with thee; blessed art thou among 
women.” She had indeed obtained, not of merit, but of 
grace, the pre-eminent honour, desired by so many holy 
women in Israel, of being " the mother of her Lord,” 
of bearing, bringing forth and nourishing Him, who was to 
be her deliverer from sin, death, and hell ; of being obeyed 
for a time by Him who was her Creator, and who should 
be her eternal Sovereign. For the promise of the Angel 
thus ran — “ And he shall be great and shall be called the 
Son of the Highest, and the Lord God shall give unto him 
the throne of his father David, and he shall reign over the 
house of Jacob for ever, and of his kingdom there shall be 
no end.” She is rightly, therefore, called “ Blessed among 
women.” From Eve to Mary there was none illustrious 
like her — none on the fruit of whose womb hung such 
everlasting promises — none among the wives and palaces 
of the earth who nurtured such a King, as she whose Son 
was laid in the manger of Bethlehem ! 

And the meek deportment of the blessed Virgin ap- 
pears throughout the Gospel history: she pondered all 
the wondrous things which she saw and heard respecting 
her mysterious and divine Son ; she attended the Saviour 
(probably at that time deprived of her husband Joseph by 
death) during the whole course of his ministry ; she was 
present at his cross, and received the last tender proof of 
his affection, by being committed to the filial care of his 
bosom friend — of his beloved disciple. We hear of her 
only once again, when it is said, " These all continued 
in prayer and supplication with the women and Mary, 
the mother of Jesus, and his brethren/’* Once, indeed, 

* Acts, i. 14. 
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our Lord has occasion mildly to rebuke her,* when she 
presumed to appeal to his miraculous power ; and though 
at her instance he turned water into wine, he intimated 
that he owed her ho longer that voluntary subjection, 
which as a pattern as well as a fulfilment of the law, he 
paid to his earthly parent, during his infancy, and until 
his heavenly Father had audibly owned and claimed him 
at his biaptism. Once she and his brethren seem to have 
interfered with his ministerial usefulness, from too great 
an anxiety about his bodily and mental safety ;f but when 
it was intimated to him that they stood without desiring 
to speak with him, while he was exercising his ministry, 
he looked round upon his believing hearers and declared, 
that they were his mother and his brethren.”;}; And when 
at another time a woman from the crowd, in admiration of 
his miracles, exclaimed “ Blessed is the womb that bare 
thee, and the paps which thou hast sucked,” he declared, 

Yea, rather blessed are they who hear the word of God 
and keep it”§ 

Hence, we learn that the Virgin Mother is worthy of 
our honour and respect, as “ blessed among women 
for the graces with which she was endowed, and the 
mighty miracle of God incarnate, of which she was the 
vessel. May we follow her meekness, patience, faith, prayer- 
fulness, and holy obedience 1 But do we worship her? 
Do we pray to her? Do we ask her mediation with God 
or Christ her Son ? By no means ! This were idolatry, 
to be abhorred of all the Church of God ; and with which, 
doubtless, her holy nature is grievously offended. Not 
once is any such adoration hinted at in Scripture. All 
the fables of Popery respecting her, are but imitations of 

* John, ii. 4 

f See Dr. Bloomfield's Note on IZtarri, Mark, iii. 21. and on iii. 31. 

% Mark, iii. 34. § Luke, xi. 37, and 38. 


Digitized by LjOOQie 



12 


THE 80KG OF THE BLE88ED VIRGIN. 


the heathen worship of their false goddesses : yea, their 
very images and temples were converted in the dark ages, 
into shrines of the " Queen of Heaven,” as the Virgin 
was called, with scarcely any change, but the name of her 
who was thus exalted. 

It is true that the Church of the fifth Century, adopted 
with reference to her the term Theotokos , which has been 
commonly, but (as Bishop Pearson shews) erroneously 
translated “ the Mother of God? in its zeal against the 
heresy attributed to Nestorius ; but our Church has wisely 
avoided the term itseif, as well as all versions of it, in all 
her Articles, Liturgies, Canons, and Homilies ; with many 
others of a doubtful, if not idolatrous meaning. All her 
orthodox writers have, nevertheless, maintained the doc- 
trine affirmed by the third General Council at Ephesus, 
in the fifth Century, as opposed to the Nestorians, who 
denied the reality of the union of the Divine and human 
natures in one person, in the Christ ; as well as that of the 
fourth General Council at Chalcedon ; in the which was 
denounced the opposite error of Eutyches, who denied 
the distinction of natures in one person, and taught that 
the human was absorbed in the Divine. But the Church 
holds the doctrine opposed to these heretics ; not because 
fallible councils have so decreed, but forasmuch as the 
decrees themselves are according to Scripture ; accepting 
the testimony of councils and fathers, not as a rule but as 
a monument of faith. Nor does she bind herself or her 
children to any terms not found in Scripture, by which 
those doctrines are expressed: and surely her ministers 
cannot fairly or charitably be accused of heresy in doc- 
trine, or laxity in expression, who, not being wiser than 
herself, decline the use of a term from which she has ab- 
stained throughout those documents, with which she en- 
trenches her faith, and regulates her service 1 
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But while we do not refuse the canonical Greek term, 
Theotokos, or the Latin, Deipara , in their original meaning, 
we maintain the impropriety of the English term, “ The 
Mother of God” For though we acknowledge that Mary 
was the Mother of Christ, and that Christ is God, we do 
not say that Mary is the Mother of God ; because that 
would convey more meaning to the common hearer than 
is possible to be true. It is not merely to be acknow- 
ledged, but earnestly contended for, as a part of “ the 
faith once delivered unto the saints!”* — that the Divine 
and human natures were united in one person, never to 
be divided, in the womb of the Virgin; so that in a 
limited sense she was Theotokos , or God hearer; but she 
was not the Mother of God in the sense of communicating 
substance to the Divine nature, or producing Deity from 
her own. 

The learned Roger Hutchinson, the zealous confederate 
of Cranmer, Ridley, and Latimer, in opposing the heresy 
of Joan of Kent, says of our Lord, that “ touching his 
human nature, he was born without a father ; as touching 
his other nature, he lacked a mother.” And this may be 
taken as an index of the sentiments of those Reformers, 
who, with such cautious, but instructive silence, purged 
the service-book of our Church from this offensive term. 
Which, though not without a certain, true, and definite 
meaning, had led to many superstitions, and was always 
dangerous, and liable to misapprehension. In the Nicene 
Creed, our Lord is called “ Very God of (or out of) very 
God ;f begotten, not made ; being of one substance with the 
Father ;” and in the Athanasian Creed, it is affirmed, 
that he is “ God of the substance of the Father ; begot- 
ten before the worlds :” — here is the origin of his Divine 
nature. “ Man, of the substance of his mother, born J in 

* Jude, 3. f “ AXijQtpbv Ik 0£ov d\tj9ivov. n X 
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the world — here is the parent of his human nature ; 
but to call her, without explanation, the Mother of God, 
is to lead the ignorant to suppose that we believe the 
Deity had a beginning in time, and that He, who created 
all things, was himself produced of the substance of his 
creature. 

The Apostle Paul says, that he used “ great plainness 
of speech”* in declaring the Gospel ; but in speaking of 
such mysteries as the Trinity, which no man can fully 
comprehend; and of the incarnation, which the angels 
stoop down with wonder to look into ; it is our duty to 
keep as closely as possible to Scripture, and what can be 
plainly deduced from Scripture. And, happily, this has 
been done for us nearly fourteen hundred years ago. The 
three creeds used in the Church, are the result of the 
collective wisdom of the whole Christian body, during the 
first five hundred years of its history. 

They are the hedges which protect truth without un- 
duly concealing it : which preserve a due reverence for its 
mysteries, while they plainly declare all that can be 
gathered clearly respecting that truth, which of all others 
must be the most sublime and profound — the nature of 
the infinite and eternal Jehovah 1 

Let us then “ worship one God in Trinity, and Trinity 
in Unity ; neither confounding the persons, nor dividing 
the substance ;” and Him only let us worship with any 
sort of adoration whatever. And to this we are guided 
by the song of the blessed Virgin herself, — “ My soul 
doth magnify the Lord, and my spirit hath rejoiced in 
God my Saviour.” 

Let us, then. Secondly, consider the spiritual and 
instructive import of the words of our text 

We have here the outbursting of a devout soul, full of 
* 2 Cor. iii. 12. 
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gratitude for the amazing condescension of the Lord of 
the Universe, in taking upon him our nature, that he 
might deliver man from sin, death, and hell ! That he 
had made herself, so lowly in actual condition, and in 
her own eyes, the peculiar vessel of Divine favour. The 
same feeling possessed gracious Elizabeth when she said, 
“ Whence is this to me, that the Mother of my Lord 
should come unto me ?” An amazing view of love and 
mercy was disclosed to their contrite and humble spirits, 
such as possesses every true believing handmaid of the 
Lord, when she becomes acquainted with that inward 
work of the Spirit, " which is Christ in you the hope of 
glory.”* The same view is taken of the condescending 
grace of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit engaged in the 
work of salvation, and brought effectually, not to the 
Church in general only, but to her own soul in particular; 
of sovereign grace, passing by angels — yea, and so many 
others of her own nature — and fixing its love upon her ; 
and giving her to be “ partaker of the Divine nature” f 
of Christ, and heir with him of immortal glory ! 

Such, apart from her miraculous history, must have 
been the experience of Mary, the Mother of our Lord, or 
even she could never have beheld his heavenly face with 
joy. Before the bar of Heaven no other plea would avail 
her, more than the least favoured daughter of Adam, but 
the pardon sealed in the blood of the Son of God. She 
must take her lowly station among the ransomed throng, 
or she could never be hailed, as among the redeemed out 
of the earth, the first born, the spiritual virgins, in whose 
mouth there is no guile.J 

But we say not that a higher place shall not be assigned 
eventually to her in heaven, who was so “ highly favoured” 
whilst on earth. Her graces exercised shall be crowned 
• Col. i. 27. f 2 Pet. i. 4. J Rev. xiv. 4 and 5. 
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with glories enjoyed ; and as the incarnation of the Son of 
God can never cease to be a subject of angelic wonder and 
celestial praise, we may without idolatry or error, suppose 
that an intense and holy interest will for ever invest the 
spiritualized body and spirit of her whom once the Holiest 
overshadowed, and on whose lap the Son of the Highest 
was once nurtured and laid. To see Abraham, Isaac, 
Jacob, and the prophets is one of the certain pleasures 
which are promised in heaven ;* but when we see them 
it will be their holiness, their conformity to the divine 
image of our beloved Redeemer, that will most ravish our 
senses and delight our souls. And in this sense we shall 
love all the spiritual brethren of Christ ; the proud dis- 
tinctions of earth will be done away ; the wise man will 
not glory in his wisdom, nor the mighty man in his 
strength ; but the universal anthem will be in the spirit of 
that of Mary, “ My soul doth magnify the Lord, and my 
spirit hath rejoiced in God my Saviour.” 

And do we not, beloved brethren, gain an exalted view 
of Christ our Redeemer from the words of gracious Mary ? 
He is the Lord, he was God her Saviour ; he had given 
her that blessing which queens and princesses had coveted 
in vain : he had made her the Mother of Him, whom the 
sages and shepherds of earth alike adored, and whom the 
kings of earth sought for envy to destroy. “ He had 
filled the hungry with good things, while the rich he had 
sent empty away.” How sovereign the purposes of God 
are, and how faithful is his mercy, may be perceived by 
all who will search his descent as recorded by the Evan- 
gelists. Not favoured Rachel, but despised Leah; not 
the princely wife of Joseph, but the neglected widow 
Tamar ; not the royal daughter of Saul, or the Egyptian 
queen of Solomon, but Ruth the Moabitess, and the in- 
* Luke, xiii. 28. 
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jured widow of Uriah, shall bear the honour of ancestry 
to the Messiah. And thus it is in every age : it is among 
the lowly and little esteemed among men, that God 
delights to dwell : “ For thus saith the high and lofiy One 
that inhabiteth eternity, whose name is Holy, I dwell in 
the high and holy place ; with him also that is of a con- 
trite and humble spirit, to revive the spirit of the humble, 
and to revive the heart of the contrite ones.”* The majesty 
of Christ is best shown in his condescension. We should 
estimate the glory of God but coldly and vaguely indeed, 
had he never veiled himself in flesh, and displayed the 
manifold wisdom of his Godhead, by exhibitions of mercy 
and compassion to his mystical body the Church, which 
is “ the fulness of Him, who filleth all in all.”f 

But, my dear brethren, we can never measure this 
condescension aright, until we are, like Mary, fully pos- 
sessed with a sense of our own sinfulness and utter un- 
worthiness of the least of his mercies. We must descend 
into the valley of humiliation in order that we may behold 
the true height of the Rock of Ages. Yea, we must see 
the lightnings of the Law playing around its summit 
before we can rightly take shelter in its riven side ! 

Then, indeed, shall we “ magnify the Lord then dis- 
cerning clearly that none but a God could have achieved 
our deliverance, our ,€ spirits shall rejoice in God our 
Saviour.” Then shall we realise the fulfilment of the 
mercy promised to the spiritual forefathers of the Church, 
to believing Abraham and his holy seed for ever. His 
covenant is “ ordered in all things and sure the pro- 
fessing multitude may fall short of a final entrance into 
the joy of the Lord, but the faithful remnant shall be 

* Isaiah lvii. 15. + Ephes. i. 23. 

B 


Digitized by LjOOQie 



18 


THE SONG OF THE BLE88ED VIRGIN. 


saved ; they are precious in God’s sight ; he hath redeemed 
them, he hath called them by his name.* 

But though Mary was thus distinguished by spiritual 
and miraculous gifts and graces, yet she was not exempted 
from any of the sufferings and privations which are in- 
cident to man in this mortal life. Doubtless, from the 
hour of her entrance into the world to the last mo- 
ment of her existence, she bore the curse entailed 
upon her race, the throes of birth, and the agonies of 
death. The Lord, whom she bare, came not at that time 
to redeem the body from its bondage, but to sanctify 
and save its immortal tenant; “ He was in all points 
tempted like as we are, yet without sin.”f Itinot , 
therefore, the lot of the most highly favoured saints of the 
Lord to be exempt from any of the trials which harass 
the world in general. 

When our Saviour " overcame the sharpness of death,” 
he gave us a pattern of victorious suffering ; and as he 
€tf opened the kingdom of heaven to all believers,” he bade 
us to press in, “ for the kingdom of heaven suffereth vio- 
lence, and the violent take it by force.”t 

Is there any dejected spirit here present, this evening? 
any tried and tempted, any weeping mother, any sorrow- 
ing handmaid of the Lord? Oh! remember, that, ac- 
cording to the prophecy of Zacharias, the blessed Maiy 
felt “ a sword pierce through her own soul,” when she saw 
her spotless and adorable Son nailed by wicked hands 
upon the cross. 

But in that wondrous sacrifice she now sees the end of 
all her travail, and source of all her happiness. Had her 
heart never been thus pierced by that bleeding sight, her 
soul had never dwelt in the presence of thejglorified body 

* Isaiah xliii. 1. t Heb. iv. 15. X Matt. xi. 12. 
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©f her Jesus : had that stream of blood never flowed from 
his rent side, she must have drawn along her sinful exist- 
ence in the horrors of the second death ! 

And thus shall every sorrow, which now rends the heart 
of one who is thus meekly “ looking unto Jesus,” turn to 
joy and gladness, under the blessed and sanctifying opera- 
tion of divine grace. Was ever sorrow like her sorrow to 
see him the Man of Sorrows, despised and rejected of 
men ? Well indeed do tears befit such a spectacle ! Oh 
yes! as exclaimed that gracious Redeemer, while he bore 
the cross up the hill of Calvary, “ Weep not for me, 
daughters of Jerusalem, but for yourselves and your 
children !” Weep not so much that the Saviour w&s thus 
slain, as that it was your sins which pierced him. Tears 
cannot blot out your transgressions, any more than they 
can quench the flames of hell ; but they well befit the 
mourner in Zion, under a lively sense of his own sinful- 
ness, and the infinite price which it cost to redeem our 
souls. But let it not depress too much or too long ; “ God 
incarnate hath suffered,” and you are redeemed.* 

Here is a full answer to every accuser, whether it be 
Satan or Conscience. “Who shall lay anything to the 
charge of God’s elect ? It is God that justifieth : who is 
he that condemneth ? It is Christ that died, yea rather 
that is risen again, who is even at the right hand of God, 
who also maketh intercession for us.”f 

Only, my beloved friends, be assured that you are 
really and truly become the servants and handmaids of 
the Lord, by forsaking all wilful sin ; by a meek and pa- 
tient receiving of the divine word and sacraments ; by a 
holy obedience to Christ’s “ royal law of liberty,” and he 
shall soon “put a new song into your mouth, even praise 

* Athanasius, Apol. 2. n. 15. n. 22. f Rom. vtii. 33 and 34. 
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unto your God ; and shall bestow such peace and joy in 
believing, that you shall ever, with a feeling of personal 
joy and gratitude, take up the language of holy Mary, 
and say, “ My soul doth magnify the Lord, and my spirit 
hath rejoiced in God my Saviour.” 

And are any suffering from tribulation, whether arising 
from the temptations of Satan, the oppositions of the world, 
or the cares and anxieties of life, in these days of distress 
and blasphemy ? Mark then for your present and ever- 
lasting comfort, the exulting strain of the holy Virgin,— 
“ He hath shewed strength with his arm ; he hath scattered 
the proud in the imagination of their hearts. He hath put 
down the mighty from their seats, and exalted them of low 
degree. He hath filled the hungry with good things, and 
the rich he hath sent empty away.” These are words that 
breathe hope and consolation to every lowly but believing 
Christian; for the Lord’s “ mercy is on them that fear him 
from generation to generation.” Whether they be inter- 
preted literally or spiritually, they are equally true. How 
many thousands of humble souls have been comforted by 
them in the course of ages, in which they have formed 
part of the devout thanksgivings of the Church 1 Who 
shall say how many a heart hath gone away refreshed from 
such a service, as they only can offer and enjoy, who hav- 
ing first humbly confessed their sins, heard the declaration 
of God’s gracious promises of forgiveness in Jesus Christ* 
from the lips of his minister, then united in prayer to our 
common Father, and heard the lessons of his holy Word, 
have been enabled to take up the exulting anthem of the 
Virgin in all its spiritual fulness I 

The Church has thus, from the earliest periods, availed 
itself of this and the other portions of evangelical praise, 
which are to be found in the New Testament; few, in- 
deed, but precious. What has now been said of the 
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Magnificat , or Song of the Virgin, might be in a large 
degree applied to that of Zacharias, beginning “ Elessed 
be the Lord God of Israel, for he hath visited and redeemed 
his people and to that of Simeon, “ Lord, now lettest 
thou thy servant depart in peace according to thy word 
and the Church, feeling as well the blessedness of such 
Christian hymns, as the deficiency of even the prophetic 
and gracious Psalms of David, in those clear views of the 
Gospel which it is’ the privilege of “ the least in the king- 
dom of heaven ” to enjoy, has added that exquisite and 
appropriate service called the “Te Deum,” beginning, 
“ We praise thee, O God, we acknowledge thee to be the 
Lord,” and others in the Communion Service, which are 
jsome of the richest spiritual treasures bequeathed to us by 
the ancient Church. These precious gems were rescued 
at the Reformation from the wood, hay, and stubble of the 
idolatrous worship of saints and angels, with which they 
were encompassed ; and only serve to kindle our desire, 
that more of the same pure, spiritual, and evangelical cha- 
racter were added by due authority to the service of the 
sanctuary ; and that in the matter of distinctively Christian 
praise , there was as full, rich, and uniform a system as in 
that of instruction and prayer. 

We should thus, with one heart and one voice, praise 
the Lord, as we pray to him throughout the ten thousand 
churches of our land ; and there is scarcely a more beauti- 
ful picture of Christian unity than that which is thus pre- 
sented, so far as it exists, in our parochial psalmody. 
Throughout that myriad of heaven’s lower courts — be 
they the simple and wind-beaten chapels of our mountain 
wilds, or the elaborate and lofty cathedrals of our stately 
cities — the words and notes of that imperishable me- 
lody, the old hundredth Psalm, are the very expression 
of that simple and sublime devotion, which is as enduring 
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as the Church itself; and we can never imagine a period 
of the Church militant on earth, yea, even of the Church 
triumphant above, when it will not be her fit and cheerful, 
though humble and adoring language — 

44 For why ? the Lord our God is good. 

His mercy is for ever sure. 

His truth at all times firmly stood, 

And shall from age to age endure.” 

For if praise be cheering to our dull and sluggish 
natures, our cold and lifeless affections on earth, we are 
sure that it occupies the loftiest and holiest energies of the 
seraphic and redeemed spirits in heaven. It is indeed the 
only employment directly ascribed to those who have been 
delivered “out of great tribulation;” the only glimpse 
afforded us of that world, of which it is written, as if to. 
blind the intrusive gaze of vain curiosity and humble the 
haughty imagination of mortals, that “ eye hath not seen, 
nor ear heard, neither hath it entered into the heart of 
man to conceive what God hath prepared for them that 
love him.” 

To love him , is then our known duty below ; and to 
praise him, will be our known privilege above. Let us 
then humbly seek, in all the ordinances of his grace, for 
the increase of faith, hope, and love here, and so shall we 
doubtless, through the blood and righteousness of our only 
Redeemer, attain unto those unspeakable joys, in which 
we shall never cease to sing, with holy Mary, and all the 
host of heaven, “ My soul doth magnify [the Lord, and my 
spirit hath rejoiced in God my Saviour.” 
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9E0T0K02: 

A CANDID AND HISTORICAL DISCUSSION OF 
Clje (©uedttott, 

" IS THE BLESSED VIRGIN TO BE CALLED THE 
MOTHER OF GOD ?” 

The question has been recently raised — “ Whether a man 
is not guilty of heresy, when he ventures to censure the 
above expression — who ventures to declare that Mary is 
not the Mother of God.”* 

A disposition is also exhibited not only to defend, but 
to revive the term: for in a sermon recently delivered 
before the venerable Primate of the northern province 
and published by request,! we find the following passage. 

“The very reason why the highest title which the 
Virgin bears was conceded to her by the universal 
Church in the Council of Ephesus — that of the Mother of 
God — is a kind of protest against this sin of worshipping 
her.” 

We have, therefore, two subjects of inquiry, as it ap- 
pears to the writer of these pages: firsts as to the doctrinal, 
and, secondly, as to the practical propriety of the term, 
which not being found either in Scripture or the authorized 
formularies of our Church, is fairly open to such a con- 
sideration on the part of the most faithful and attached 
minister of our Catholic and Reformed communion. 

These, I presume, are the tests by which heresy is to be 
condemned ; and the limits within which liberty may be 
* 44 Christian Remembrancer, September, 1342. 
f 14 Peril of Idolatry/’ a sermon by the Rev. Dr. Hook. 
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permitted : and with this caution, I would express assent 
to the following extract from the same discourse. 

“ There must be a Church with a power to decide 
before there can be a heresy ; and heresy is an offence as- 
certainable in any given instance by a prosecution in our 
ecclesiastical courts. Let the Sabellian and the Nestorian, 
let those who deny the grace of the sacraments, and con- 
tradict in the pulpit the doctrine taught at the font or the 
altar, be duly punished — but within the limits permitted 
by the Church, let liberty be conceded them, and the 
liberty we claim for ourselves let us extend to others.” 

And I would strenuously maintain that no man can be 
legally convicted of heresy for his rejection of [an expres- 
sion not thus made part of the statute law of the Church 
to which he belongs, unless it plainly appears, that he in- 
tends thereby to deny some doctrine which is part of the 
Catholic faith, “ which except every one do keep whole 
and undefiled, without doubt he shall perish everlastingly.” 

There can be no reasonable doubt that the doctrine 
of two natures, the human and divine, in one person , 
being conceived, borne and brought forth of the Virgin 
Mary, is a part of that faith which was “ once delivered 
unto the saints,” — of the precious inheritance which 
the Church of England guards with jealous care ; the 
denial whereof saps the foundation of the hope of salva- 
tion, which every true member has, through the merits and 
mediation of the God-man, Christ Jesus. He, therefore, 
who shall deny this truth, may be convicted of either that 
heresy, which is called after the name of Nestorius, or the 
opposite one condemned in Eutyches, and which the 
Councils of Ephesus and Chalcedon successively de- 
nounced. But it appears to be a gratuitous if not un- 
charitable assumption that “he who ventures to censure 
an expression,” which is only an imperfect translation of an 
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ancient term, not perpetuated in any of our established formu- 
laries, is necessarily guilty of the heresy which the original 
phrase was currently or even canonically used to oppose. 
Its very omission is a primd facie proof that it was not 
deemed necessary in order to express those truths “ of 
which it may be declared that they are taken out of holy 
Scripture.”* 

The propriety of the particular term " Mother of God,” 
appears to be one of those questions which arise in point 
of fact from a misconception of the meaning of the ex- 
pression, as applied by one party and denied by the other ; 
rather than from any substantial difference of faith. For in 
conversation with those of either opinion there has been 
found no difference of views on the subject of the Hypos- 
tatical union: all abhorring the Nestorian heresy as 
anathematized by the Canons of the Ephesian Council, 
and adhering to the Catholic doctrine as expressed in the 
second article of our Church. And among those whose 
scruples are against the phrase, some have feared an inlet 
to Mariolatry, and others that, by calling her exclusively or 
currently the Mother of the divine nature, in a certain sense, 
it might be lost sight of that she was, in all senses, the 
mother of the man Christ Jesus. We shall have occasion 
to show that these fears are not without their foundation 
in the experience of the Church. Our inquiry relates not 
therefore to the divinity of our Lord, but to the maternity of 
Mary : it is not whether He is truly God, but whether she 
is to be called the Mother of that Divine nature — the 
Mother of God ? 

It is the intention of the writer of the following pages, 
to show that, (although the use or rejection of the term 
is not a subject of censure by an ecclesiastical court,) the 
question itself has, like the fabled shield of old, two sides, 
• Art. XXI. 
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when viewed in the light of theological propriety , among 
those matters which are within the limits of liberty con- 
ceded by the Church to her authorised teachers. For 
there is a general sense in which Mary cannot be 
called the Mother of God without blasphemy, and there is 
a limited sense in which she may not be denied the title 
without heresy. In the latter and lawful sense, she was 
called the ©eoroKos by the Greeks, and Deipara by the 
Latins of the fourth and fifth centuries, became she bore, 
in uterOy the divine nature with the human in one Christ , and 
so united , that what is affirmed of one nature , may also be 
said of the whole person . Afterwards, by translation and 
resolution of these words into their parts, Dei genetrix et 
Dei Mater, and at last plainly the Mother of God. 

In the former and unlawful sense, she was never idolized 
with any of these epithets — for she did not generate the 
Divine nature of her substance — except by the extravagant 
writers and corrupt services of the Church of Rome; 
who invested her as “ the Mother of God,” with all the 
authority of a parent over her adorable Son. 

Our wise and moderate Reformers, distinguishing this 
difference, but perceiving the liability of such terms to 
abuse or misconception, entirely excluded them from the 
Liturgies, Articles, Canons, and Homilies of the Church, 
while they carefully maintained the truths conveyed by the 
right understanding of their original meaning. It had 
been well indeed if all their followers had imitated their 
zeal for truth, and their moderation in the use of terms. 
It will be found that the most eminent divines of our 
Church have done so ; and it maybe doubted whether the 
Council of Ephesus did not, by canonizing an unscriptural 
term, and placing its denial under the ban of an anathema 
as strong as that laid on the heresy itself, overstep the 
bounds of their authority, and become wiser than that 
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which is written. Even in that age it may be feared 
that the term proved less successful as a barrier against one 
heresy than productive of another ; and that in subse- 
quent times, when those errors were forgotten, it became 
mischievous as an inlet of idolatry among the ignorant and 
designing, who saw in it a prescriptive argument for the 
deifying of the Virgin. 

It startles the ears of the majority of a modern Christian 
audience, too little acquainted with ecclesiastical history, 
though familiar with scriptural truth, as something grossly 
profane and absurd, to speak of the Mother of God ; that 
is, (according to the natural understanding of the word 
to plain apprehensions) of the Triune Deity ; whilst they 
are fully prepared for the scriptural epithet of u the 
Mother of our Lord of that mysterious person, whose 
one atonement derives its efficacy from the fact that He 
was “ God manifest in the flesh.” 

In support of these statements, and with the hope* 
therefore, of inducing the abandonment (in public and 
popular addresses at least) of an obsolete and offensive 
term, by those who are inclined to revive it, and of 
greater exactness and perspicuity of statement on the 
part of those who scruple its use ; — on both sides more 
peace, patience, charity, and unity, the writer of these 
remarks will endeavour to elucidate— 

I. The origin of the term Theotokos , and its lawful 
sense as opposed to the Nestorians ; 

H. Its perversion and extension into “ the Mother of 
God,” by the Church of Rome ; 

HL The heresy and corruptions, which arose in con- 
sequence of its abuse. 

IV. The consequent abandonment of it by the Reformers; 

V. The sense in which it has been denied that Mary 
is the Mother of the Divine Nature, by eminent divine?. 
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VL The general inutility of reviving it, and the un- 
fairness of censuring those who deny it in one sense, or 
maintain it in another. 

L The origin of the term Theotokos, and its lawful 
sense as opposed to the Nestorians. 

It has been already premised that neither this term, 
nor any of those by which it is usually rendered, is to be 
found in the sacred text ; but it has been supposed by the 
devout Nelson and others, that the epithet applied to the 
Virgin, by her cousin Elizabeth, “The Mother of my 
Lord,”* is synonymous : but they seem to reason without 
proof, who say that the word * Lord ’ was accounted 
equivalent to the word ‘ God.’ For though he who is our 
Lord is undoubtedly God, yet to interchange the expres- 
sions is to confound the attributes which they are in- 
tended to convey, and indeed all language. And if there 
can scarcely be two exact synonyms in the same tongue, 
on any subject, much less can there be on that of the 
divine Creator and Redeemer, whose manifold perfections 
transcend all the powers of speech even to name them.f 

The Hebrew an< * God, are uniformly 

- v • :r 

rendered 0eds by the Septuagint Translators, while the 
mysterious quadriliteral pn;-p (Jehovah) has for its repre- 
sentative K vpios, which is properly a translation of 
Adon, Lord, the word always substituted by the Jews in 
reading the sacred name, and which K ipios is so con- 
stantly used of our Saviour in the New Testament, that 
it may serve to prove that he is the divine person deno- 
minated the Lord God in the Old Testament; though 
not that the names Lord and God are synonymous. J On 

• ‘H fJtrjrrjp rov Kvpiov pov, Luke i. 43. 

t Thus Julius and Caesar are designations of the same person, but not 
identical. 
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the contrary, it is a distinct article of faith, that our Lord 
Jesus Christ is “ God and Lord,” for he was addressed 
by Thomas, “ My Lord and my God.” 

Whitby says, “ She calls him, (saith Woltzogenius) her 
Lord, as David had done, Psal. cx. 1 ; and in his note 
on Matt. xxii. 45, he saith he was so styled by him, 
because, by virtue of his exaltation to the right hand of 
power, or of God, he was made Lord of angels and of all 
men. Now he, who is Lord over all men and angels, 
must have divine power and wisdom to rule and govern 
them, and so partake of the divine nature.” 

From which it appears that the word Lord rather 
denotes the office and dominion , than the nature and 
essence of the Son of God; and that hence Elizabeth did 
not use an epithet which is directly identical with “ the 
Mother of God and, therefore, as no other text can 
be found of which the same will even be pretended, I 
infer that the latter term is not to be found in holy 
Scripture. At the same time I agree with Lucas Bru- 
gensis (Poli Synopsis in loco) that “ Dominum vocat 
Messiam, exemplo Davidis. Duo hale compellatione de- 
clarat. 1. Incarnationem Verbi, momento perfectam; 
neque enim embryonem in utero agnoscit sed Dominum : 
2. Personae unitatem in duabus naturis, eumque, qui 
genitus est mortalis homo esse simul aetemum Deum, et 
Virginem esse Q>€otokov 9 Deiparam.” The substance of 
which Poole gives in his English “ Annotations,” avoid- 
ing the doubtful term, “In these words, Elizabeth acknow- 
ledged both the incarnation of Christ and the union of 

* There might have been more reasonableness in the supposition, had 
Elizabeth said “ the Mother of THE LORD,” for then tov Kvptov might 
have been taken for Jehovah : but “ the Mother of my Lord ” is parallel 

with that of David HjiT The Lord (Jehovah) laid 

unto my Lord (Adoni). 
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the divine and human natures in one person of her Me- 
diator; she acknowledge th Christ her Lord, and Mary to 
be his Mother.” 

And surely if the terms, “ Mother of God,” and Mother 
of our Lord, were proved to be identical, the latter phrase 
should be preferred, as being scriptural and unobjection- 
able. But though Mary is called, and is the Mother of 
Jesus, “ who is God over all blessed for ever, Amen ;” 
she is never called “ the Mother of God ;” for that might 
imply that she was the source (in part at least) of the 
divine nature, — of that Eternal Word, which is “ the first 
born of every creature.” Nor is she called the Mother 
of the Godhead ; for that would include the Father 
and the Holy Ghost. The term not being, therefore, 
scriptural, we are assured it is not “ necessary to salva- 
tion nor can we suppose that the ancient Fathers, or 
the General Councils, attempted to maintain it as such ; 
or if they did, we are neither constrained nor inclined to 
follow them. 

Neither do we find the term Qcotokov in use among 
the Apostolical Fathers in their genuine Epistles, or those 
attributed to them ; although they are full and clear on 
the unity of the divine and human in one Christ Nor 
in the remains of Justin Martyr, Irenaeus, or any other 
Greek writer before Origen. Tertullian and Cyprian 
appear to be equally ignorant of Deiparam, Dei genetri- 
cem, and Mater Dei : and it is certain that none of these 
terms was generally acknowledged by the Church before 
the Council of Ephesus, a. d. 431. 

The original sense in which the word Oeoro/cos was 
used, was a protest against the Apollinarian and Arian 
heresies. The controversies which rent the Church in 
the first four centuries, introduced a number of technical 
theological terms, which had their peculiar meaning with 
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reference to the several heresies, which the orthodox were 
engaged in opposing, rather than an universal sense in 
the largest meaning of the words. We must, therefore, 
carefully consider the occasions on which they were in- 
troduced, in order to see their proper force. The Arian 
heresy had given occasion to the Church to introduce 
the strongest language that could denote the proper and 
eternal Deity of the Christ. Hence SeavOpo^iros the 
God-man, o-avpotQe is 0eos, the crucified God, and 0eo- 
TOKoy, Deo natus, God-bom, were invented, and are 
used very currently of our Saviour by Chrysostom, and 
still earlier writers. To mark the same truth, the blessed 
Virgin was called QcotSkos, Deipara, the bearer of God ; 
and because Christ is called in Scripture the Son of David, 
therefore Chrysostom (Chrys. Serm. de Pseudopro. 
n. 61,) without any scruple says that David is 0eo7raTa)/o, 
the Father of God; and because James is called the 
brother of our Lord, Gal. i. 19, the same Father says 
that James was A bek^oOcos, the brother of God. St. 
Augustin also says that David was parens Dei, the parent 
of God ; and Origen says, that the body of Christ is the 
body of God. 

From Cyril, Bishop of Alexandria, in the fifth century, 
the opponent of Nestorius, verified with quotations by 
Bishop Pearson in his long note on the word Deipara 
(Art. "Bom of the Virgin Mary,”) it appears that the 
word < 2 >€otokos was used before his time, by Origen, 
Dionysius Alexandrinus, Alexander bishop of Alexandria, 
Eusebius, Basil, Gregory Nazianzen, Athanasius, Antio- 
chus and Ammon. And Julian the Apostate made it a 
subject of ridicule that God should be borne by a woman. 
" This name,” says the bishop, "was first in use among the 
Greeks, who delighting in the happy combinations of 
their language, called the blessed Virgin &eor6Kov . From 
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whence the Latins, in imitation, styled her Virginem Dei- 
param, and Dei genetricem.” 

It was confirmed, says Socrates, in the time of Justinian 
by the Synod of Constantinople. And it was by the 
denial of this term that the heresy of Nestorius was first 
discovered ; not in himself, but in his Presbyter Anastasius, 
who first in a sermon magisterially delivered that no one 
should call Mary Theotokon, because she was but a woman , 
and that God could not be borne of a woman? * 

This denial led to the Council of Ephesus, convened by 
authority of the Emperor Theodosius, at the instance of 
Cyril, a.d. 431, which condemned the heresy of Nes- 
torius, and set its seal to the term Theotokos , with the 
penalty of an anathema on those who should deny it. 
Thus then, although that council consisted only of 200 
bishops, it established the term as authentic, for it was 
generally assented to by the whole church, and has been 
used in its lawful sense by the orthodox in all ages. The 
Council of Chalcedon indeed, says Porter, added this to 
the Creed, as an article of faith, “ Maria Deipara and 
afterwards in another creed ratified by the edict of Jus- 
tinian, the Emperor, she is so called Deipara. The 
Emperor also built a church, and called it Templum Dei- 
parae ; and Gregory Nazianzen long before, in an epistle 
to Cledonius, had affirmed, “He that does not believe 
that Mary is ®€ot6kov is aQeov, without God.” 

The term threrefore had its origin in a proper jealousy 
of the Scriptural truth of the deity of Christ ; and the 
lawful sense , as shewn by its historical descent, is an asser- 
tion that he who was bom of Mary, and therefore very 
man, was begotten of the Father before all worlds, and 
therefore very God ; that this divine person, consisting of 
two perfect natures, was truly conceived and bora of her 
* Socrates, Eccles. Hist. lib. vii. c. 132. 
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by the operation of the Holy Ghost. Thus the Athan- 
asian Creed, the accepted compendium of the Church’s 
antiheretical armour, confines its anathema to the denial 
of the divinely revealed doctrine of the deity of Christy 
without mention of the refusal of any title of the Virgin 
humanly invented: those, therefore, who hold the for- 
mer, cannot be justly condemned if they scruple the 
latter. 

The lawful sense may also be gathered from the etymo- 
logical origin of the term ©eoroKos which has two senses — 
the bearer of God, and the born of God, according as it is 
accentuated : thus in Hederici Lexicon we find, 

©coro/cos ov, 6, Deum pariens, Dei genetrix, A rucro>. 
©eoro/cos ov 9 6 /cat fi 9 k Deo natus. 

And in Scapulae Lexicon, 

©eoroKoy, Dei genetrix, Mariae Virginis Epithetum. 
©edroKos, k Deo natus. 

Now the termination tokos, in either case, refers actively 
or passively, to the act of bearing 9 and parturition, rather 
than originating or generating. 

Thus we read in the sacred text, irpairdroKov in the 
passive sense, Luke ii. 7, hene rbv vlov avrijs rov i TpoaroroKovy 
— She brought forth her first-born son. And in Homeri 
Odyss. p. 5, in the active sense, irpoororoKos, giving birth 
for the first time, — 

“ npaiTOTOKos, Kiwpri, ov itpiv cidvia tokoio” 

Hence it will appear that Deipara 9 or the bearer of god, 
is the primitive idea ; although in process of time Dei 
genetrix 9 and Dei mater were used ; and that it was in- 
tended to affirm, not that Mary was the mother of the 
Divine nature by generating it of her substance , as in the 
case of ordinary mothers, but “Was,” as says the im- 
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mortal Archbishop Usher,* “ the bridechamber wherein the 
Holy Ghost did knit that indissoluble knot betwixt our 
human nature and his deity : the Son of God assuming 
into the unity of his person, that which before he was not : 
and yet without change (for so must God still be), remain- 
ing what he was ; whereby it came to pass that this holy 
thing which was bom of her, Luke i. 35, was indeed and 
in truth, to be called the Son of God, Which wonderful 
connexion of two so infinitely differing natures in the 
unity of one person, how it was there effected is an in- 
quisition fitter for angelical intelligence than for our 
shallow capacity to look after.” 

But again, the canons of the Council of Ephesus them- 
selves are very clear in denouncing the express errors of 
Nestorius, against which they are directed ; and from 
them we may gather the force of the term Theotokos , and 
the original sense of the other words by which it is trans- 
lated. 

Can. Lf “ If any man shall not confess that Immanuel 
is truli / God , and on that account that the Holy Viigin 
is (QeoroKov) the bearer of God, for she hare according to 
the fleshy the word of God made flesh, according to that 
which is written, ‘the word was made flesh/ let him be 
anathema. 

Here the reason assigned is because she bore him according 
to the flesh . 

Can. V. “ If any man shall dare to call the man Christ 
GcoQopovy i. e. Deum ferentem, and not rather declare 
that he is truly God, so as he is a son by nature gccord- 

* Usher’s Immanuel, page 5 in the folio edition of his Body of Di- 
vinity, 1670 ; and page 19 of the republication, in a small and beautiful 
volume, edited by the Rev. John Norman Pearson. 

f Summa Conciliorum, a F. Bartholomew Carranza, Instituti S. Dominici 
Theologiee Professore, Venetiis, 1606. 
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ing as it is written, c The Word was made flesh/ and 
partook like us of flesh and blood, let him be anathema.” 

Here then the term Theophoros , or the one invested with 
deity,* is denounced, and the reality of the godhead of 
Christ, that he was ©cotokos, Deo natus, in the passive 
sense, born from or begotten of God, is maintained ; and 
that he also truly united to his Godhead our proper 
humanity. 

Can. XIII. It is explained, “ And so he who before all 
worlds was begotten of the Father was also naturally con- 
ceived of a woman in time. Not because his divine nature 
took its origin from the sacred Virgin , nor that on his own 
account he had need to be begotten a second time after 
his nativity, which he had from the Father (for it is foolish 
to say that he who was before all worlds and co-eternal 
with the Father, required a second generation that he 
might begin to be), but because that for the sake of our 
salvation he conjoined the human nature to himself, and 
proceeded from a woman, and is therefore said to be born 
according to the flesh. In such sense we find the holy 
fathers held the faith ; and therefore they did not hesitate 
to call the Virgin Theotokos ; not because the nature of the 
Word, the Deity, took its beginning in the holy Virgin, but 
because from her was born that holy body, animated with 
a rational soul, to which the Word of God being sub- 
stantially united is said to have been bom as to the flesh.” 

" These things, therefore,” adds Cyril to Nestorius, “ I 
write to thee for the love of Christ, seeking thee as a 
brother, and conjuring before God, and his elect angels,' 
that you think and teach the same, that the peace of 
churches may be preserved, and the bond of concord and 
charity may remain indissolubly to the priests of God.” 

* Thus it is said of St. John by Eusebius, *Oe etyopeaccTo to mrcikov , — 
Who wore the mitre. 

c 2 
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We here see the true bearing of the term ; and at the 
same time the cautious explanation , which it required even 
in the fifth country. 

Evageius Scholasticus says in his Ecclesiastical His- 
tory, that “ Nestorius rejected the clause (Qcotokov) the 
mother or hearing of God , framed of the Holy Ghost, by 
the means of many learned and godly fathers, and set 
against it this saying (Xpiorord/cos), the mother or hearing of 
Christy lewdly invented of his own brain.”* 

We also learn from Socrates, lib. vii. 29, and other 
ecclesiastical writers, “that Nestorius was a man very 
eloquent, and so proud thereof, that he disdained to read 
the ancient writers, and so being ignorant of the Catholic 
doctrine, he fell into this heresy of dividing or separating 
the two natures of Christ, and particularly teaching that 
the Virgin Mary ought not to be called ©eoroicos, that is, 
the parent or mother of God 9 and because some of his sect 
would have called her ’ AvOpoairoTOKos , that is, the mother 
of a man; Nestorius desiring to go in a middle way, 
would have called her XpiororoKos, the Mother of Christ, 
but at no hand the mother of God.”f 

The Nestorian heresy itself is thus described by Hooker, 
(who never uses the term “Mother of God” in his writings,) 
as “ dividing Christ into two persons, the Son of God and 
the Son of man : the one a person begotten of God be- 
fore all worlds, the other a person born of the Virgin 
Mary, and in special favour chosen to be made entire to 
be the Son of God above all men, so that whosoever will 
honour God, must together honour Christ, with whose 
person God hath vouchsafed to join himself in so high a 
degree of grace and favour. But that the self-same person 

* Translation of Dr. Hanmer, 1636. 

f See Porter (of Norwich) Observations on an Arian Commentary on the 
Hebrews, 1647. 
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which verily is man, should properly be God also, and 
that by reason not of two persons linked in unity, but of 
two natures, human and divine, conjoined in one and 
the same person, the God of glory may be said as well 
to have suffered, as to have raised the dead from their 
graves : the Son of Man as well to have made, as to have 
redeemed the world, Nestorius in no case would admit.” 
Eccles. Polity, lib. v. 52. 

Those who wish to pursue the subject further, may con- 
sult Pearson, Barrow, and Heylin, on the Creed, or Zan- 
chius de Incamatione, lib. i. and ii., whom Leigh (author 
of Critica Sacra) calls * u A solid and pious divine ; he 
was one of the most scholastical among the Protestants,” 
who thus sums up the argument : — 

“ But if one and the same person, that is, the whole 
Christ, God and man, was born of the Virgin Mary, it 
follows most truly, that Mary is, and is to be called, Theo- 
tokos , against Nestorius. For what if she is not the 
Mother of the Deity ! Neither did she engender his soul ; 
nevertheless she was the mother of the whole man. Hence 
we gather from the fathers two nativities of the Son of 
God, one eternal from the Father, the other temporal from 
the mother.”* 

We collect therefore that the term 0eoro#coy was framed 
to express the conception, nutrition and parturition by the 
Virgin Mary, of one person consisting of two natures, 
divine and human ; the former nature derived by eternal 

* Leigh on Religions and Learned Men, p. 370. 1656. 

t u Si autem persona una et eadem, id est, totns Christus, Dens et homo 
natns est ex Maria Yirgine: sequitur verissime Mariam vocare et esse 
QtorSicov contra Nestorinm. Quid enim, quod Deitatis non sit mater? 
Deque etiam animus fuit genetrix : totius tamen hominis mater fuit. Hinc 
due colliguntur a Patribus nativitates Filii Dei : una etema ex Patre, altera 
temporalis ex Matre.’’ 
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generation from the everlasting Father, and the latter in 
time from the mortal mother ; so that he is in the language 
of the Athanasian Creed, “ One, not by conversion of 
the Godhead into flesh, but by taking of the manhood into 
God ; one altogether, not by confusion of substance, but 
by unity of person/’ Or as it is expressed in the Second 
Article of our Church , t( The Son who is the word of the 
Father, begotten of everlasting of the Father, very and 
eternal God, and of one substance with the Father , took 
man’s nature in the womb of the blessed Virgin of her 
substance ; so that two whole and perfect natures, that is to 
say, the Godhead and the manhood, were joined in one 
person, never to be divided : whereof is one Christ, very 
God and very man.” 

The original Greek term in question had therefore a 
proper, though limited sense, as the bearer of God , and 
may not be denied in that sense , without heresy. And 
though our faith rests not on technical terms but Scriptu- 
ral truths, we must not despise the former as useful vehicles 
of the latter in systematic divinity, however much we may 
avoid them in popular addresses. Their value was thus 
expressed even by the pious nonconformist, Flavel, in his 
learned sermon on the person of Christ, “ Great is the 
interest of words in this doctrine. We walk upon the 
brink of danger : the least tread awry may ingulph us in 
the bogs of error. Arius would have been content if the 
Council of Nice would but have gratified him in a letter 
— ‘O/xot ovcnos and ‘o/utooimos. The Nestorians also desired 
but a letter, 0eo8<5/cos, 0€oro/cos. These seemed but small 
and modest requests, but, if granted, had proved no small 
prejudices to Jesus Christ and his truths.” 

But the same jealousy which would guard an authentic 
term from literal alteration, is not less necessary to be 
used in preserving its proper meaning in its own language. 
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and still more the accurate rendering of it into another — 
a process frequently difficult and sometimes impossible, 
without sacrifice of that brevity which is the chief value 
of such symbols ; and from no language is it more diffi- 
cult to translate terms than the copious and easy composi- 
tions of the Greets. Hence we find our second subject 
of statement is — 

II. The Perversion and Extension of the original 
term Theotokos , in subsequent times, and especially by 
the Church of Rome. 

And this we may briefly shew by a quotation from 
Bishop Pearson, in the same portion of his work to 
which reference has already been made. 

In the text he says, “ Wherefore from these three, a 
true conception, nutrition and parturition, we must ac- 
knowledge that the Blessed Virgin was truly and properly 
the Mother of our Saviour. And so she is frequently 
styled the Mother of Jesus, in the language of the Evan- 
gelists, and by Elizabeth , particularly, the Mother of her 
Lord, as also by the general consent of the Church (be- 
cause he which was so born of her was God) the Deipara ; 
which being a compound title begun in the Greek Church, 
was resolved into its parts by the Latins, and so the 
Virgin was plainly named the Mother of God.” 

Now it is manifest that the learned Bishop does not 
consider this Latinised version, to have been a legitimate 
translation, but rather an unwarrantable extension of the 
meaning, effected by solution and re-composition of parts 
of the word; and using those parts with more latitude than 
their original composite sense allowed. And he adds in the 
note, " Although 0eoroW may be extended to signify as 
much as the Mother of God, because tCktclv doth some- 
times denote as much as yevvav, and therefore it hath 
been translated Dei genetrix , as well as Dei para , yet those 
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ancient Greeks which call the Virgin ScotSkos did not call 
her fXTjTepa rov 0eo£. But the Latins translating 0eoro#cos 
Dei genetrix , and the Greeks translating Dei genetrix 0cov 
IM7]rrjp 9 they both, at last, called her plainly — Mother of 
God.” 

It is therefore manifest that, as Score kos and Dei para 
are not synonymous with the Mother of God, it is no neces- 
sary deviation from the Canon of the Council of Ephesus, 
or the usage of the Greek Fathers, to refuse to the Virgin 
the plain title of “ Mother of God,” (which was gradually 
introduced into use by a kind of grammatical alchemy), 
although we should not object to the Canonical word 
itself: and that even, accepting the language as well as 
the doctrine of that Council, we may yet scruple to attri- 
bute the broad English term to her, who was doubtless the 
Parent, in a certain sense, of him who is God. 

Nor did the error of extension and perversion terminate 
in words ; for we have occasion to state, 

III. The Heresy and Corruptions which arose in 
consequence of its abuse. 

" A violent aversion,” says Mosheim, “ to the Nestorian 
errors led many into an opposite extreme. Eutyches 
began in 448, when he was far advanced in years, to exert 
his utmost force and vehemence in opposing the progress 
of the Nestorian doctrine; he expressed his sentiments, 
concerning the person of Christ, in the very terms * which 
Cyril and the Egyptians made use of for that purpose, and 
taught that in Christ there was only one nature, namely, 
the incarnate Word.” 

In consequence of which Eutyches was condemned; 
but appealing to a general council, the second Council of 
Ephesus was held in 449, which was called for its violence, 
“ An Assembly of Robbers,” and the heresy was denounced 

* Oeoroicog, &c. 
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by what is called the fourth general Council, held at 
Chalcedon in 451; and the Church affirmed — “That in 
Christ two distinct natures were united in one person, 
never to be divided, without any change, mixture or con- 
fusion.” 

Thus then the terms invented to repress one heresy 
were the direct occasion of the opposite: and we are 
taught that in insisting that Mary is the Mother of the 
true God, we are in danger of losing sight of the truth 
that he is verily and eternally man. 

The learned Heylin, who assumes as his motto, the 
famous saying of Yincentius Lirinensis,* in his Commen- 
tary on the Creed (Article, Born of the Virgin Mary), 
says, " Nestorius, once Patriarch of Constantinople, 
though he allowed her the title XpLororoKos, or the Mother 
of Christ, would not allow her to be called Gcotokos, or the 
Mother of God (and His an expression, I confess, which at 
first doth not sound so handsomely ). In opposition unto 
whom, Cyril of Alexandria, and the rest of the prelates at 
that time, (having condemned his doctrine of two natures 
in Christ, in the third general council), did heap upon her 
all those attributes which might manifest their dislike of 
him, and his cause together. Inasmuch as Cyril doth not 
stick to call her in these early days, pretiosum totius orbis 
thesaurum, i. e. the most precious treasure of the world ; 
a lamp that cannot be put out, the crown of chastity, the 
very sceptre of true doctrine (sceptrum verae doctrinae), 
and not the sceptre of the Catholic faith, as our Rhemist 
reads it : and so far there was no harm done, as long as 
those of Rome would contain themselves within the bounds 
prescribed by the ancient Fathers, whose pious flourishes, 
devout meditations, and rhetorical apostrophes, aimed at 

* In ipsa item Catholica Ecclesia magnopere cnrandum et, ut teneamus, 
quod ubique, quod semper, quod ab omnibus creditum est. 
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nothing else, than the commendation of her faith and 
piety . But let us look on the extravagancies of the writers 
of succeeding times, and we shall find, that Anselm giveth 
this reason, why Christ, when ascended, left his Mother 
here, Ne curies celesti veniret in duhium , &c., lest else the 
court of Heaven should have been distracted whom they 
should first go out to meet, their Lord or their Lady: 
that Bernardus Senensis doth not stick to say, Mariam 
plura fecisse Deo , quam fecit Deus toti generi humano y that 
she did more to Christ in being his Mother than Christ to 
all mankind in being their Saviour : That Gabriel Biel, a 
schoolman of good name and credit, hath shared the 
government of the world betwixt God and her: God 
keeping justice to himself, Misericordia Virgini concessa , and 
left to her the free dispensing of his mercies : That Petrus 
Damianus tells us when she mediates with her Son, for 
any of her special votaries. Non rogat ut Ancilla , sed imperat 
ut Domina , she begs not of him as a handmaidy but com- 
mands him as a mistress : That Bonaventure, in composing 
Our Lady's Psalter has applied to her, whatever was in- 
tended by the Holy Ghost, to the advancement of the 
honour of her Lord and Saviour, That she is called 
frequently in their public rituals. Mater misericordiasy Ma- 
ter graticBy Regina Cceliy Mother of Mercy, Mother of 
Grace, and Queen of Heaven, with other the like titles 
which she dares not own : That in the vulgar translation, 
made authentic by the Council of Trent, instead of He 
shall break thy heady which relates to Christ, they read it. 
Ipsa conteret caput tuum , She shall break thy head ; which 
many of their commentators do refer to her: That Bel- 
larmine maketh at all no difference betwixt the veneration 
which is due to her, and that which doth belong to Christ 
as man ; and, finally, that the vulgar sort, in point of 
practice (for needs such practice must ensue on such 
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desperate doctrines), do use to say so many Ave Maries 
for one single Paternoster, hear day by day so many 
Masses of Our Lady’s, and not one of Christ’s ; adorn her 
images with all cost and cunning which man’s wit can 
reach, while his poor statues stand neglected, as not worth 
looking after.” 

Dr. W. Whitaker, of whom says Bishop Hall, " That 
honour of our Schools, and Angel of our Church, than 
whom the age saw nothing more memorable,” replying to 
Duraeus: — 

" Will you never be ashamed of the profane blasphemy 
of this Jesuit? Who bids Mary command Christ by 
right, dost thou defend him as having imagined nothing 
strange to true religion ? Of that kind is this — ‘ Thou 
wishest thyself to be called the handmaid of Christ ; but 
the divine law teaches that thou art his Mistress; for 
right and reason require that the Mother should be 
before the Son !” # 

To such a blasphemous inference did the " rhetorical 
flourishes” of the fathers, respecting "the Mother of 
God,” ultimately tend, that we shall not wonder at the 
next consequence, — 

IV. The abandonment of the term " Mother of God? 
and all its correlatives by our Reformers, in their public 
documents and popular instruction. 

Although the greatest pains are taken to state the 
orthodox faith in contradiction of the heresies of the 
early Church, we find no mention of these terms in the 
"Reformatio Legum Ecclesiasticarum the Cate- 
chisms of King Edward VI., of Cranmer, or Nowell ; 

* “ Nunquam te profanse blasphemise pudebit Jesuita ? Qui Mariam 
Christo jure matris imperare jussit, eum tu nihil a vera religione alienum 
cogitasse defen dis ? . . . Ejusmodi illud est.” . . . “ Tu ancil- 

lam Jesu Christi te yocare voluisti ; sed ut docet lex Divina, tu es Domina : 
Nam jus habet et ratio Matrem preesse filio.” — De Sophismatis f lib. ix. 
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the Homilies, Articles, Catechism, or Canons; the 
Apology of Jewell, or any part of the liturgical services 
and offices of the Church of England. The same absti- 
nence may be observed in the Augsburg or Melanc- 
thonian Confession, to which our Reformers were much 
indebted; as well as in the Institutions of Calvin, 
who confutes Nestorius and Eutyches by name. “ The 
Image of God” was composed by Roger Hutchinson,* 
(who was connected with the leaders of the Reformation 
in the reign of Edward VI., in the conviction of the heresy 
of Joan Bocher, otherwise named Joan of Kent,) as a 
testimony against all heresies on the subject of the Incar- 
nation, but makes no use of the terms Theotokos , Deipara , 
or Mother of God . For though they were still recognised 
in recondite polemics, they were unfit for the use of the 
people, first, as canying an ambiguous sense, and secondly, 
as having been abused to idolatry; and we search for 
them in vain in the works of Sandys, Ridley, Pilkingh- 
ton, Tyndal, and Frith. 

It has, however, been stated that an Act of Parliament, 
passed in the reign of Queen Elizabeth, to empower cer- 
tain persons to try heretics in the Church of England, 
recognises as obligatory the decision of the four first 
Councils ; and as the term Scotokos is made authentic by 
those of Ephesus and Chalcedon, it has been inferred that 
to deny that term, and even “ the Mother of God,” is to 
incur the charge of heresy under that Act. I shall not 
stay to argue the binding authority of such a statute, not 
recognised by Convocation. For even granting this kind 
of sanction to the doctrine of the first four General Councils, 
we do not conceive the Church to have even incidentally 
bound herself to any of the peculiar terms or phrases in 
which those doctrines are expressed, except so far as they 
* Irately republished by the Parker Society. 


\ 


Digitized by 


Google 



THE MOTHER OF OUR LORD. 


45 


are found in holy Scripture, more than to the Canons 
against the transmigration of clergy and the marriage of 
deaconesses, nuns and monks, which were passed in the 
Chalcedonian Synod. 

The Fathers of the Reformed Church were too well 
schooled in the danger and difficulty of such verbal con- 
troversies to have made a man an “ offender for a word,” 
when they were clear of heresy of sentiment fairly drawn 
forth ; and would have admitted those clearer explanations 
which themselves gave, when accused in doubtful and 
equivocal terms by their popish adversaries. 

To have bound men’s consciences to terms of man’s 
invention, as if they were dictated by the Holy Ghost, 
would have been to pay that honour to fallible councils, 
which is only due to an infallible rule, and which the 
Church has so clearly distinguished in her XXIst Article. 

The present Bishop of London* seems to apply the 
same distinction between doctrines and explanations to 
the anathemas of the Athanasian Creed ; binding (as the 
Rabbins say) the doctrines and loosing the terms. His 
Lordship refers to Selden’s Table Talk, who says, 
“ Athanasius’s Creed is the shortest, take away the pre- 
face, and the force and the conclusion, which are not part 
of the Creed.” 

And if such limitation is allowable with reference to 
the terms of an authorized document, like the Athanasian 
symbol, it cannot be less so with regard to the Canon of 
the Ephesian Council; and surely if ever there was a 
council whereof it may be said, that “when they be 
gathered together (forasmuch as they be an assembly of 
men, whereof all be not governed with the Spirit and 
word of God) they may err, and sometimes have erred, 
even in things pertaining to God,” it may be deemed pro- 
* Notes to his Sermons at St. Botolph’s, Bishopsgate Street. 
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bable of the Council of Ephesus, wherein there was so 
much angry contention, and so little patience on the part 
of Cyril, who presided, that in his haste to condemn Nes- 
torius, he refused to wait until the Syrian Bishops had 
arrived; in consequence of which Nestorius declined to 
appear, and was sentenced unheard. (See Socrates, Eva- 
grius, Du Pin, Mosheiin, and Milner.) The doctrine of 
the Council was indeed universally affirmed, but we have 
seen with how little caution epithets were applied in those 
days to the blessed " Mother of our Lord? All unscriptural 
though lawful appellations our Church seems to have 
rejected, lest on the one hand a subtle disputant should 
introduce the error of Mariolatry in the guise of an ac- 
knowledged but equivocal word; or on the other, the 
faithful should stumble at the offensive term, as concealing 
under it the idol from which it had been stripped. So far 
from recognizing in the term " a sort of Protest against 
the worship of the Virgin,” with all their truly Protestant 
spirit, they deemed Catholic truth at least safer without 
its protection. 

Nor is this the only case in which the Church has dis- 
covered a desire to “ avoid even the appearance of evil,” 
by a silent abandonment of a name which has a legitimate 
meaning, but is liable to be abused to superstition and 
idolatry. We look in vain for the word “ Altar,” as ap- 
plied to the “ Communion Table,” in the Rubrics and 
Services of the Common Prayer and Administration of 
the Sacraments. For though it is a solemn and instruc- 
tive truth, that there we constantly “present ourselves, 
our souls and bodies, a living sacrifice,” and also “ our 
alms and oblations,” with “ the sacrifice of praise and 
thanksgiving,” and that in this sense the table is properly 
an altar — yet not exclusively, as these may also be offered 
elsewhere. On the contrary, it is a “ blasphemous fable 
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and dangerous deceit” to assert that it is an altar in the 
sense that the Priest does there “ offer Christ for the 
quick and dead to have remission of pain and guilt and 
it was “commonly so said,”* when the communion table 
was commonly called “the high altar.” Our Reformers 
wisely discarded the latter, and substituted the former as 
a safe and scriptural term. 

Now, as it would be deemed unjust to ascribe the 
idolatry of the Mass to every one who should call the 
communion table an “Altar;” and equally so to accuse 
another of Socinianism who scrupled such an use of that 
word ; so it is at least as uncharitable and unjust to brand 
one with Nestorian and Latitudinarian heresy, “who 
objects to call Mary the Mother of God,” or another as a 
favourer of her worship, who calls her Theotokos . 

Such at least appears to be the judgment of the An- 
glican Church, the only authority on earth to which her 
consistent members will own any allegiance. “ Here is 
WlSDOM.”f 

But we are not left to a deduction from silence only, on 
the sentiments held by the Church of the sixteenth and 
seventeenth centuries. For next we consider, 

V. The sense in which Mary is not the Mother of 
God ; that is, of the divine nature , as stated by eminent 
divines of the Church. 

Hutchinson, whose sentiments may be deemed a com- 
ment on the liturgical works of his fellow Reformers, says, 
(“Image of God,” p. 81,) “Even so at Christ’s birth, 

* Article XXXI. 

t Here is Wisdom. “ Let him that hath understanding count the num- 
ber of the Beast” — LATEINOS. The Romish Pontiff. 

This is the solution of the mystical number 666. (Rev. xiii. 15.) given by 
Irenseus ; and confirmed by many powerful arguments in a recent work, by 
the Rev. Reginald Rabett. 
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which was wonderful, appeared this star : who as touch- 
ing his divinity had no Mother; and concerning his 
humanity was bom without a Father Again, (p. 148,) 
“ Christ is the Son of God by nature, forasmuch as the 
Scripture is, that he was conceived of the Holy Ghost; 
who being God became man. We cannot gather thereof 
that He (the Holy Ghost) is Christ’s Father ; for touching 
his human nature , he was bom without a Father , as touch- 
ing HIS OTHER NATURE, HE LACKED A MOTHER : for the 
Mother conceiveth, not the Father, and so he shall have 
two Mothers, the which is impossible. Wherefore he is 
the only Son of God the Father.” 

The reductio ad absurdum, here used may serve to 
illustrate the sophistry that clings to inferences drawn 
from terms capable of a varied meaning. It no more fol- 
lows that because Mary is the Mother of Christ, and that 
Christ is God, that therefore she is to be called the Mother 
of God ; than that because Christ was conceived of the 
Holy Ghost, and that conception is the office of the 
Mother, that therefore the Holy Ghost is the Mother of 
Christ Because in each case there is an illusion prac- 
tised by the ear on the understanding, in the different 
senses in which the same word is used in the different 
parts of the syllogism. She is the Mother of Christ in 
a sense in which she is not the Mother of God ; the Holy 
Ghost supernaturally caused conception in a sense and 
mode in which the Mother naturally does not. And this 
kind of equivocation is, as Beattie has shown in his 
“Essay on Truth,” the very essence of sophistry; and, 
therefore, perpetually used by Romanists in addressing 
the vulgar. Availing themselves of the creeds and 
prayers of our Church for the “ Catholic Church,” and 
the lamentable latitude, or rather treachery of phrase- 
ology with which nominal Protestants call the Romish 
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Communion by that appellation which cannot exclusively 
belong to any. 

Nor are the uninformed unlikely to practise the same 
deceit on themselves, and adopt errors equally formida- 
ble with those of Nestorius and Eutyches, if not as gross 
as the figments of Mariolatry. Nor will there be wanting 
those who, like the Jesuit in Whitaker, will assist them 
by reasoning that if Mary be the Mother of God, and that 
the Mother is before or superior to the offspring, therefore 
Mary was before or superior to God. Or again, because 
Mary is the Mother of God, and that God subsists in three 
persons. Father, Son, and Holy Ghost; that, therefore, 
Mary is the Mother of the Father and the Spirit, as well 
as the Son. 

Such inferences (though, as the Council of Ephesus 
declares, foolish and absurd) were among those which first 
stumbled Nestorius, although when once embarked in 
controversy, he went to great and lawless lengths of con- 
tradiction. And Bishop Burnet observes, “ If Nestorius, 
in opposing this, meant only, as some think it appears by 
many citations out of him, that the Blessed Virgin was 
not to be called simply Mother of God , but of Him , who 
was God; and that, if that of making two persons in 
Christ was only fastened on Jam as a consequence, we are 
not at all concerned in the matter of feet, whether Nesto- 
rius was misunderstood or not ; that though the human 
nature in Christ acted still according to its proper charac- 
ter, and had a peculiar will ; yet, there was such a constant 
presence indwelling and actuation of it from the Eternal 
Word, as did constitute both human and divine nature one 
Person .” 

Mr. Boone (late editor of the British Critic,) in his 
“ Book of Churches and Sects/’ says this (Nestorian) 
controversy has been considered by some a dispute about 
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words. “ It is true/’ observes Dr. Mosheim, " that the 
Chaldeans attribute to Christ two natures, and even two 
persons; but they correct what may seem rash in this 
expression, by adding that these natures and persons are 
so closely and intimately united, that they have only one 
aspect But the word Barsopa , by which they express 
this aspect, is precisely of the same signification with the 
Greek word TTpoaodirov, which signifies a person ; and from 
hence it is evident, that they attached to the word aspect , 
the same idea that we attach to the word person , and that 
they understood by the word person , precisely what we 
understand by the term nature.” 

The question whether the Virgin should be called 
Mater Dei, is considered by the angelical Doctor, Thomas 
Aquinas, with his usual acuteness, together with “ the 
immaculate conception of the Virgin,” and her “ preve- 
nient desert to become the Mother of God.” And the 
objections which he endeavours to meet are those which 
have been already advanced ; and his own explanation of 
the term, rather than answer to those objections, is one 
which I willingly accept, and is itself an obstacle to the 
use of the phrase. 

“The Blessed Virgin is therefore to be called the 
Mother of God, not because she is the Mother of the 
Divinity, but because she is the Mother, as to the hu- 
manity of the person who has the divinity and huma- 
nity.”* An admission which goes to the full extent of 
the meaning of those among us who say that she is not 
the Mother of the divine nature of our Lord ; that is, of 
his divinity. 

* “ Dicendum est ergo, qudd B. Virgo dicitur, Mater Dei, non quia sit * 
mater divinitatis, sed quia personae habentis divinitatem et humanitatem, 
est mater secundum humanitatem — Summa Totim Theologies, Pars III. 

Art. 35. Sec. 3. 


Digitized by LjOOQie 



THE MOTHER OF OUR LORD. 


51 


Archbishop Usher, “ the brightest ornament of the 
Irish Church,” follows Hutchinson, one of the early lights 
of the Reformed Church of England in the preceding 
century 2 for, in his “ Body of Divinity,” p. 160, he thus 
expounds our Lord’s similarity to Melchizedek : — “ Ac- 
cording to the Apostle, who saith, ‘ that he is without 
Father according to his manhood; and without Mother 
according to his Godhead.’ Heb. vii. 3.” Again in 
his admirable sermon, entitled “ Immanuel,” before quot- 
ed, he says, “ We are further here also to observe in this 
our Melchizedeck, that as he had no Mother in regard to 
one of his natures , so he was to have no Father in regard of 
the other.” 

The profound Dr. Barrow, in his work on the “ Creed,” 
discerning the difficulty and yet propriety of the term 
in question, says, “ Whatever, therefore, any Mother doth 
confer to the production of a child, is plainly attributed to 
the Virgin ; whence she is truly and properly called (and 
accordingly frequently called in the Gospels) the Mother 
of our Saviour; the Mother of our Lord ; and hath been 
(may be in some propriety of speech) styled ©cotoko? 
Deipara, Dei genetrix, and Dei Mater ; the bearer and 
Mother of God (that is, of him who is God ; though not 
of him as God).” 

Baxter, who though so conscientious a nonconformist 
as to decline the Bishopric of Worcester when offered to 
him by Charles II.,* had the apostolical succession ; and, 
as Barrow says, “ was seldom confuted,” may afford us some 
sentiments worthy of consideration, even if we question 
his authority. 

* See Archdeacon Berens’ “ History of the Common Prayer-Book,” as 
to this fact. Also notes to a Sermon on the Athanasian Creed, by the Bishop 
of London. 

D 2 
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In his “ Methodus Theologiee Christianae,”* Part iii. 
cap. 46, on the question, “ An Maria dicenda est Deipara ?” 
He answers, “ She may be truly called the parent of God 
(Deipara), for the reason before stated : but this is not a 
formal expression, neither is it necessary although lawful ; 
neither is it to be preferred to a formal expression (for 
form gives name); neither is it to be used when it gives 
offence (cum scandala), or without explanation among the 
unlearned (rudiores). The minds of the Bishops were, 
therefore, unhappily, perversely, and with vain strife em- 
ployed, wben they rushed so wrathfully into contest on 
account of such words, whether used or not used, to mu- 
tual condemnation, and the laceration of churches I” 

V. Enough has now probably been said to show, that 
there are objections in the minds of learned and sound 
divines, as well as danger from vulgar and common appre- 
hensions, which would be adverse to the popular use of 
the phrase " the Mother of God” as implying more than can 
possibly be true or was originally meant ; that an opposite 
heresy and many superstitions have arisen in consequence 
of its abuse ; that on these accounts it was abandoned by 
the Church at the Reformation; and it has become as 
much obsolete among ourselves as it was once current in 
the Church. Even the divines of the seventeenth cen- 
tury, who retained its use in their systematic treatises, did 
not adopt it in their addresses to the common reader. It 
seems to be like a piece of ancient armour, curious and 
venerable in its place, on the walls of some Gothic hall ; 
but useless, as it is dangerous to wield, in modern warfare. 
Requiescat in pace I 

• Published with the Imprimatur of the then Bishop of London, 1681. The 
present Lord Bishop also quotes Baxter as declaring, “Ih a word, the 
damnatory sentences excepted, or modestly expounded, I embrace the 
Creed, commonly called Athanasius's, as the best explication of the Trinity.” 
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But to shew further the inutility of reviving an ob- 
solete and offensive term, let the practical benefits alleged 
be next considered. 

The attempt to give permanence to any doctrine by the 
use of an artificial word, is an endeavour to bind the wind 
with chains, or arrest the progress of death with tears. 
For our great Lexicographer* has described his own in- 
citement to labour, as merely “ a hope to give longevity 
to that which its own nature forbids to be immortal.” It 
is vain to strive against the current of human corruption, 
which taints our language as well as our thoughts ; and 
nearly as much so to prevent the words themselves from 
becoming forgotten in the general decay. In the lapse of 
ages the same must happen in Theology, which has ocr 
curred in all other sciences, that “ while some words are 
budding, others are falling away.” For though the Divine 
science itself is unaltered and unalterable, the popular 
significance of the terms will be varied from age to age ; 
and it is but a self-deception to revive obsolete terms, 
when the ideas connected with them have vanished or 
become changed. And this will be the more remarkable, 
when there is any thing offensive in the expression itself. 
“ For what,” says the same eminent philologist, “ makes 
a word obsolete more than general agreement to forbear 
it ? — and how shall it be continued, when it conveys an 
offensive idea, or be recalled again into the mouths of 
mankind, when it has once become unfamiliar by disuse, 
and unpleasing by unfamiliarity ?” 

It may not be unworthy of a thought, whether the in- 
cidental rather than the formal manner in which the great 
mystery of the Trinity is developed m Scripture, has not 
been the greatest preservative of the truth, which Divine 
wisdom could have devised. The famous passage, 

* Preface to Johnson’s Dictionary. 
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(1 John y. 7.) €€ There are three that bear record in 
heaven,” &c. even if its genuineness had never been dis- 
puted, would not probably carry so much conviction to 
the mind of a careful inquirer, as the other texts in which 
the great truth is obliquely, incidentally, and, as it were, 
undesignedly expressed. 

The doctrine of the Trinity is quite independent of 
that passage. And surely in like manner, the mystery of 
the incarnation of the Son of God, which the highest 
Wisdom has entrusted to language, simple and informal, in 
holy Scripture, does not need support from phrases of 
mere human invention and ambiguous meaning; so as 
that the omission or denial of them should involve either 
a doubt or rejection of the fundamental truth itself. Such 
a supposition would be to treat as deficient in clearness of 
statement, if not soundness of doctrine, some of the most 
eminent divines of the last three centuries, as Hooker, 
Usher, Hall, Jeremy Taylor, and Tillotson; who have 
written profoundly and eloquently on the great “ mystery 
of godliness, God manifest in the flesh,” without the use 
of a term which, if not then obsolete, was certainly of- 
fensive. And since the formularies of the Church equally 
avoid the term in question, it betrays a poverty of lan- 
guage, in those who can find no less questionable phrase 
in which to express their meaning; and a discontent with 
our own pure communion to be jealous for the use of that 
which, in her general as well as individual statements, the 
Church has declined. 

The complaint of “ shocking familiarity,” in many of 
the popular hymns introduced into some Christian con- 
gregations, attributed to a forgetfulness of the Divine 
nature of our Lord, in their addresses to him as the Me- 
diator, may not be without foundation : and good taste, as 
well as good doctrine, revolts from a few of such composi- 
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tions. But surely it is in no better taste , to revive epithets 
applied in the rhetorical flourishes and warm disputations 
of the fourth and fifth centuries ; or less likely to lead to 
heresy to call David the Father , Mary the Mother , or 
James the Brother of God ! 

Rather, since terms thus antiquated are as new to our 
modem hearers, as they were when first invented to the 
Church generally — for if ancient prescription and usage 
be claimed for them, it may be said that in such sense, 
“ there is nothing new under the sun” — let us obey the 
injunctions repeatedly issued by the Stuart Sove- 
reigns of this realm, with the approbation, it must be 
believed, of the Convocation of Clergy then subsisting, 
“ That in the explication of this doctrine, (the Trinity) 
preachers carefully avoid all new terms , and confine them- 
selves to such ways of expression, as have been commonly 
used in the Church.”* 

To the same purport is the advice of Bishop Taylor f 
to his clergy. 

“ LYIII. Let not the preacher make an Article of 
Faith to be a matter of dispute ; but teach it with plain- 
ness and simplicity, and confirm it with easy arguments, 
and plain words of Scripture , but without objection ; let 
them be taught to believe, but not to argue, lest if the 
arguments meet with a scrupulous person, it rather shake 
the foundation by curious inquiry, than establish it by 
arguments too hard.” 

But it has been suggested that our connection with the 
Nestorian Churches of the East, by the means of Mis- 
sionary effort, renders a decided protest against their 
peculiar error more necessary, and that no term is so 
proper as that which was used by the Church of the fifth 
century. 

* See Cardwell’s Documentary Annals, vol. ii. 
t Enchiridion Theologium, vol. ii. 
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While these sheets are preparing for the press, the 
writer has been gratified with the perusal in the public 
prints of the visit of a Nestorian Bishop of Chaldea to 
the United States, and his admission to the holy Com- 
munion, by a bishop of the Episcopal Church there : his 
declaration of unanimity of sentiment being accepted on 
the part of the American prelate, as sufficient, without, it is 
presumed, the Shibboleth of Theotokos being pronounced* 

It is not, however, to be doubted, that clear and dis- 
tinct views of Catholic truth and heretical pravity, are 
needful: but surely it will be a method little likely to 
reclaim erring churches to sound doctrine, to throw a 
stumbling-block in their way, in the form of a word or 
phrase to which they have had an hereditary abhorrence. 

Should we not rather bring them to the truth by an 
appeal to Scripture and the earlier creeds : the former 
as a rule of common and paramount obligation, and 
“ containing all things necessary to salvation and the 
latter as the most generally received exposition of the 
same, even before the time of Nestorius and Anastasius ? 
The present venerable Archbishop of Canterbury, in 
requiring a subscription of the three creeds only by those 
foreign clergymen who may be ordained by the bishop of 
the English church in Jerusalem, has taught us this pru- 
dence and simplicity. 

Let the truth as it is in Jesus be sincerely declared; 
and then the acknowledged formularies of the Church 
presented as the approved barriers against heresy ; and 
containing all the fundamental verities of the Gospel. 
No Arian or Socinian has been found, who would will- 
ingly subscribe the Athanasian Creed; which, while it 
contains the substance of the doctrine affirmed against 
Nestorius, as well as that opposed to Eutyches, as main- 
tained by the Councils of Ephesus and Chalcedon, has 
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not perpetuated the term which is canonized by the 
former. 

It has already been shewn how its too strenuous main- 
tenance by the followers of Cyril, led to the opposite 
error of Eutyches : may we not fear the like result from 
its pressure on the modern Nestorians of Asia? May we 
not, at least, as much peril the consoling doctrine of the 
humanity of Jesus by its currency, as endanger the as- 
suring verity of his Divine nature by its omission? 
Let us not, moreover, put forward particular and un- 
scriptural terms as leading features of Catholic truth ; lest 
men, mistaking the prickly roughness of the shell for the 
solidity of the fruit, either satisfy themselves with that 
which cannot nourish, or shrink in ignorance and unbelief 
from a knowledge of the truth. 

Nor is it to be forgotten that the direct object of Mis- 
sionary effort is the conversion of the heathen, from every 
form of idolatry to the worship of the true God. But to 
proclaim the Blessed Virgin Mary, without explanation, 
as the Mother of God to a Hindoo, is also little less than 
a temptation to return to that false worship, into which 
the first converts of the Jesuits so readily relapsed. He 
would perceive little difference between the Incarnation of 
his Krishna , and that of our Saviour; nor hesitate to 
worship as a goddess the Mother of the one as well as the 
other. And as the distinctive senses, in which the term 
is lawful or unlawful, are not very easy to explain, it were 
better omitted altogether, than that one of Christ’s “ little 
ones should be offended;” or "one of those perish for 
whom Christ died.” 

T Lastly. On a point of such difficulty, there should at 
least be on all sides charity. 

It cannot be just to charge men with the worship of the 
Virgin, who disavow it, even though they maintain the 
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term, which has a certain degree of propriety ; but has 
been abused so as to lead to that error. Neither, since 
that abuse has aiisen, can it be fair to brand men with 
latitudinarian herest, who refuse it ; so long as they 
keep the language of Scripture, propagate the faith of the 
National Church in its authorized formularies, and adhere 
faithfully, as far as in them lies, to the discipline to which 
they have expressed their unfeigned assent and consent — 
ex ammo. 

The writer of these remarks would profess himself at 
least, daily more enamoured of his spiritual Mother, the 
Reformed Church of England, Catholic, Apostolical, 
and pure in herself, and Protesting, with no “ uncertain 
sound,” against the doctrinal errors of other communi- 
ties. He desires not wisdom beyond her teaching, nor 
devotion loftier or more mystical on earth, than that 
scriptural Liturgy, whereby she illustrates “the beauty 
of holiness.” He desires not to leave her fair and tem- 
perate path, for the cold and rugged hills of Geneva, or 
the sunny but fatal marshes of Rome. But, with the 
profound and judicious Hooker, he will glory alike in 
the Church’s doctrine of “ Justification,” and the per- 
petuity of faith in “ God’s elect while he rejoices in 
her " spiritual services,” and “ Ecclesiastical Polity.” 

He would affectionately urge those of his brethren, 
whose scruples, as to the subject of this treatise, have 
found sympathy in these pages, not to be discouraged in 
their jealousy for Protestant Truth, by any misconceptions 
and mis-statements of their opinions : they will find that 
Calvin and Beza were accused of Nestorianism in the 
face of their clearest statements, and most strenuous de- 
clarations against that heresy.* 

* “ Chamieri Opera/’ tom. ii., p. 108; also ‘‘Calvin’s Institutes/' 
lib. ii. p. 4 and 5. 
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And, on the other hand, he would equally press the 
necessity of avoiding a too ready and unqualified con- 
demnation of those who, in their zeal against Presbyte- 
rian error in doctrine and discipline, may appear some- 
what too indulgent towards the divorced , because spiri- 
tually adulterous, communion of Rome. Let us only be 
stirred up to more watchfulness, diligence, and faithful- 
ness than ever; combining, under the godly rule and 
counsel of our proper superiors , a careful fulfilment of the 
Rubrics of the Common Prayer, and injunctions of the 
Canons, to the extent of practical wisdom and practicable 
utility, with plain and unreserved declarations of the doc- 
trines and duties of the Gospel. 

Desiring earnestly to fulfil the words of the Epistle for 
St. Matthew’s day, “ Therefore seeing we have this 
ministry, as we have received mercy we faint not ; but 
have renounced the hidden things of dishonesty; not 
walking in craftiness, nor handling the word of God de- 
ceitfully, but by manifestation of the truth, commending 
ourselves to every man’s conscience in the sight of God.” 

“ These things, beloved brethren, (as says St. Ignatius), 
have I written unto you, not as suspecting any of you of 
error ; but as one much your inferior, I desire to forewarn 
you lest ye fall among the barbed hooks of vain glory.” 

And in conclusion, in the language with which the 
good Izaak Walton draws the curtain of the illustrious 
Hooker, “Bless, Lord, bless his brethren, the Clergy of this 
nation, with ardent desires and effectual endeavours to obtain , 
if not to his great learning, yet to his remarkable meekness , 
his godly simplicity, and his Christian moderation ; for these 
are praiseworthy , these bring peace at the last” 
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AUTHORITIES BRIEFLY REFERRED TO IN THE 
DISCUSSION. 


AkqOds Toiwv iyiwrjo-e M apCa a&pa, G>eov Zvoucov fyov, 
Kai &\rj0m iyevrfOrj 6 0eos A.oyo9 i* rrjs irapOivov, <r&pa, 
opotoiraOis f/piv r)p(f)i€(rp{vos. 9 AXrjOds yiyovev €V prjrpa, b 
ir&vras ivOpoairovs iv prjrpa bunrXiTTtov, teal iiroCrjaev iavrtp 
<r&pa itc tov rijs irapOivov aiparos, ttXtjv oaov ivev dpiXCas 
&vbp6s. 9 EKVo<f>oprjOr] &s Kai fjpeis, \p6v(ov irepiobois' Kai 
aArjO&s crtyOfy K( d — Epist. ad Trallenses. 

TaCra b%, byairrjToC pov y ovk iiriyvaiv rivas i£ vp&v ovtcos 
Zyovras, &XX? a >9 piKpore po$ vpG>v, 0eAo> ir po<f>oX&(T(r€(rOai 
vpas prj ipneaelv els rh byKiorpa rijs Kevobo&as. ’AAAd 
•nXr\po<f>opei<rOai iv X/hotg) to> 7r pb ttAvt^v p\v tiudvow yevrj- 
Oivri Trapa tov irarpos, yevdpevov b\ vorepov in MapCas rijs 
irapOivov biya SptXCas hvbpos. 

Ignato Epist. ad Magnesios. 

CYPRIAN. 

Haec sunt nova mira quae prsedixerat Hieremias : Novum faciet 
Dominus super terrain, Mulier circumdabit virum. Opus suum 
faciet, et peregrinum opus ejus ab eo, Jesus Christus heri ethodie 
ante luciferum genitus, initium carais sumpsit ex Yirgine, quern 
caeli ccelorum non capiunt ; qui implens omnia ciim sit in omnibus, 
ab his tamen non capitur, nec tenet ur. Novum est et inauditum, 
quod in materni augusti& uteri circumdedit intra se fragilis caro 
virtutem Altissimi, et ordinem rerum cursumque naturae mutavit 
Sapientia Dei : et ubique divinitas dilitata, plenitudinem sui vasi 
infundens exiguo, sic ex circumdata muliebri utero ut edm universa 
ambiret implens omnia, excedens cuncta, intra se omnia continens 
extra universa complectens . — De Nativitate Christu 
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AMBROSE. 

Exinanivit semetipsum, formam servi suscipiendo : non quod 
aliud qudm quod erat, fieret : id est, non ut mutaretur ab eo quod 
erat, sed ut seposito interim majestatis suae honore, humanum 
corpus indueret : quo suscepto, salus gentium fieret. Ut enim sol 
cum nube tegitur, claritate ejus comprimitur, non secatur, et lumen 
illud, quod toto orbe dispersum, claro splendore cuncta perfundit, 
parvo obstaculo nubis includitur ; sic homo ille quern Deus induit, 
Deum in homine non intercepit sed abscondit. — Lib. de Fide contra 
Arrianos , cap. 8. 

THOMAS AQUINAS. 

Utrum Beata Virgo debeat did Mater Dei. 

1. Yidetur qudd beata Virgo non debeat dici Mater Dei. Non 
enim dicendum est circa divina mysteria, nisi qudd ex sacra Scrip- 
tura habetur. Sed nunquam in sacra Scriptura legitur, qudd sit 
mater aut genetrix Dei, sed qudd sit mater Christi vel mater puerf : 
ut patet Matth. i. Ergo non dicendum qudd beata Virgo sit 
mater Dei. 

2. Preeterea, Christus dicitur Deus secundum divinam naturam, 
6ed divina natura non accepit initium essendi ex Virgine. Ergo 
beata Virgo non est dicenda Mater Dei. 

2. Praeterea, hoc nomen Deus, communiter praedicatur de Patre 
et Filio et Spiritu Sancto. Si ergo beata Virgo est mater Dei, 
videtur sequi qudd beata Virgo sit mater Patris et Filii et Spiritus 
Sancti, qudd est inconveniens. Non ergo beata Virgo debet dici 
Mater Dei. 

Sed contra est, qudd in capitulis Cyrilli, approbatis in Ephesina 
synodo, legitur : si quis non confitetur Deum esse secundum verita- 
tem Emmanuel, et propter hoc Dei genetricem sanctum Virginem 
(genuit enim camaliter carnem factum Dei verbum) anathema sit. 
Conclusio. Cum sit in Christo eadem divines et humanae natures , 
qudm a matre accepit , hypostasis , consequent est B. Virginem Dd 
matrem vere did : I mo contrarium assere hereticum esse. 

Respondeo dicendum, qudd (sicut supra dictum est) omne 
nomen significans in concreto naturam aliquam, potest supponere 
pro qualibet hypostasi illius natures. Chin autem unio incamationis 
sit facta in hypostasi (sicut supra dictum est) manifestum est quod 
hoc nomen Deus, potest supponere pro hypostasi habente humanam 
naturam et divinam. Et ideo quicquid convenit divines natures 
vel humanee, potest attribui illi persones : sive secundum quod pro 
ea supponit nomen significans divinam naturam, sive secundum 
quod pro ea supponit nomen significans humanam naturam. 
Concipi autem et nasci, persones attribui tur et hypostasi, secundum 
naturam illam, in qua concipitur et nascitur. Cbm igitur in ipso 
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principio conceptions fuerit humana natura assumpta k divina 
persona (sicut prsedictum est) consequens est qudd vere possit dici 
Deum esse conceptual et natum de Yirgine. Ex hoc autem dicitur 
aliqua mulier alicujus mater, qu6d eum concepit et genuit : unde 
consequens est, qu6d beata Virgo vere dicatur mater Dei : solum 
enim sic negari posset, beatam Virginem esse matrem Dei, si vel 
humanitas prius fuisset subjecta conceptioni et nativitati, qu&m 
homo ille fuisset filius Dei (sicut Photinus posuit) vel humanitas 
non fuisset assumpta in unitatem personae vel hypostasis verbi 
Dei, sicut posuit Nestorius. Utrumque autem horum est erroneum, 
unde hereticum est negare beatam Virginem esse matrem Dei. 

Ad primum ergo dicendum, qudd hsec fuit objectio Nestorii. 
Quae quidem solvitur ex hoc, qudd licet non inveniatur expresse in 
Scriptura dictum, qudd beata Virgo sit mater Dei : invenitur tamen 
expresse in Scriptural qudd Jesus Christus est verus Deus, ut patet 
1 Joan. ulti. ex qudd beata Virgo est mater Jesu Christi, ut patet 
Matth. 1. unde sequitur ex necessitate ex verbis Scripturae, qudd sit 
mater Dei. Dicitur etiam Rom. 9. quod ex Judaeis est secundum 
camem Christus, qui est super omnia Deus benedictus in seecula. 
Non autem est ex Judaeis nisi mediante beata Virgine. Unde ille, 
qui eat super omnia Dens benedictus in saecula, est vere natus ex 
beata Virgine, sicut ex sua matre. 

Ad secundum dicendum, qudd ilia est objectio Nestorii: sed 
Cyrillus in quadam epist. contra Nestorium eum solvit, sic dicens, 
sicut hominis anima cum proprio' corpore nascitur, et tanquam 
unum reputatur et si voluerit quispiam dicere, qudd est genetrix 
camis non tamen et animae genetrix, nimis superflud loquitur. Tale 
aliquid gestum percipimus in generation e Christi : natum est enim 
ex Dei Patris substantia, Dei verbum quia vero camem assumpsit, 
necessarium est confiteri, qudd natum est secundum camem ex 
muliere. Dicendum est ergo qudd B. Virgo dicitur mater Dei, non 
quia sit mater divinitatis, sed quia personae habentis divinitatem et 
humanitatem, est mater secundum humanitatem. 

Ad Tertium dicendum, qudd hoc nomen Deus, quamvis sit com- 
mune tribus personis : tamen supponit quandoque pro sola persona 
patris, quandoque pro sola persona Filii, vel Spiritus Sancti : ut 
supra habitum est. Et ita cdm dicitur, beata Virgo est mater Dei, 
hoc nomen Deus, supponit pro sola persona Filii incarn^ta.” — 
Summa Totius Theologies , Pars III. Questio xxxv. Art. iv. 


THE END. 


Printed by Stewart and M urbay, Old Bailey, London. 
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Prefatory Remarks. By the Rev. Thomas Dale, M. A., Vicar of St. 
Bride’s, &c. Small 8vo. Price 4*. cloth, or 7s. 6d. morocco. 

“ This is a very correct edition, rendered particularly valuable by Mr. Dale’s 
remarks and cautionary hints to the students.”— C/mrcA of England Mag. 

HERBERT’S POEMS, Country Parson, &c. royal 32mo. cloth, 
4*. 6d. ; morocco, 7*. 6 d. 

THE PRIEST to THE TEMPLE; or, The Country Parson— 
his Character and Rule of Holy Life. Royal 32mo. cloth, 2s. ; embossed 
gilt edges, 3*. ; morocco, 4s. 6d. 

THE TEMPLE, Sacred Poems, &c. by George Herbert, royal 
32mo. cloth, 3*. ; morocco, 5*. 6 d. 

SEWELL’S (Professor) SACRED THOUGHTS, suggested by 
Texts from Scripture, second edition, enlarged and illustrated, 6*., 
or morocco, 10*. 

This edition contains several new poems. “To the pious reader there can scarcely 
be a more acceptable present than this beautiful little volume.” 

SEWELL’S UNIVERSITY SERMONS TO YOUNG MEN, 5*. 

BUNYAN’S PILGRIM’S PROGRESS, Illustrated by 100 Wood 

Engravings, with Notes by Mason, &c. Royal 18mo. cloth gilt, 3s. 

WELCHMAN on the ARTICLES. — The Student’s Edition, 
18mo. 2*.; Large Paper, royal 18mo. 3*.; and Interleaved for Stu- 
dents, 3*. 6d. 

BOWDLER’S SERMONS on the DOCTRINES AND DUTIES 
OF CHRISTIANITY. 18mo. 3*. Morocco, 5*. 6d. and L. P. royal 
18mo. 4*., morocco 7*. 6d. 

STONHOUSE’S EVERY MAN’S ASSISTANT and Sick Man’s 
Friend. New Edition. 18mo. cloth lettered, 3*. 
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BUTLER'S ANALOGY OF RELIGION. The Student’s 
Edition. 18mo. 2a. 6d. 

BUTLER’S SERMONS. — The Student’s Edition. 18mo. 3a. 
or both in one volume, 5*. 

HENRY MARTYN. — The Journals, Letters, &c. of the Rev. 
H. Martyn, B. D., by Archd. Wilberforce, B. D. New edition, in 
a volume of nearly 800 pages, cloth lettered, reduced to 6a. 

“If any man doubt the power of the Gospel upon the human heart,— the 
animating, the consoling power,— let him peruse these Journals and Letters. They 
exhibit, sometimes, human love hallowed with divine, sometimes the fondest affec- 
tions of the natural man struggling with the highest aspirations of the spiritual.” — 
British Critic. 

BUCHANAN’S RESEARCHES IN ASIA, with Notices of the 
Translation of the Scriptures into the Oriental Languages. A New Edi- 
tion, corrected. 12mo. cloth lettered, price 2s. 6d. 

HUMBLE'S DICTIONARY OF GEOLOGY AND MINERAL- 
OGY ; comprising such Terms used in Botany, Chemistry, Comparative 
Anatomy, Conchology, Entomology, Palaeontology, Zoology, and other 
branches of Natural History as are connected with the study of Geology, 
&c. 8 vo cloth lettered. Price 10a. 6 d. 

“This is a work much wanted in the scientific world; and the author has performed 
his task with care, industry, and talent.” 

“Dr. Humble has performed his laborious task with ability.” — Atlas. 

KIRKE WHITE’S REMAINS, with an Original Memoir. Cam- 
bridge edition, small 8vo. 4a. 6d. cloth, or 7a. 6d. morocco. 

PERCY'S RELIQUES OF ANCIENT ENGLISH POETRY, 

consisting of Old Heroic Ballads, Songs, and other Pieces of our earlier 
Poets, together with some few of later date. Wood-cuts after the designs 
of S. Wale. 3 vols. post 8vo. 18a. boards , or 22a. ; half morocco, gilt 
top. 

WALTON AND COTTON’S COMPLETE ANGLER, with 

Notes, Biographical and Explanatory, and the Lives of the Authors, 

. illustrated with Major’s 76 Wood Engravings and Copper- plates. Post 
8vo. half morocco, gilt top, 12a., originally published at 21a. 

GELL’S (Sir W.) TOPOGRAPHY, Edifices and Ornaments of 
Pompeii, 2 vols. royal 8vo. Illustrated by 117 Plates and Vignettes, half 
morocco. Published at 6/. 6a., reduced to 21. 5a. 

AKERMAN’S DESCRIPTIVE CATALOGUE OF RARE AND 
UNEDITED ROMAN COINS, from the earliest period of the Roman 
Coinage to the extinction of the Empire, with numerous Plates from the 
Originals, 2 vols. 8vo. cloth gilt. Published at 21. 12 a. 6d. t now offered 
at 1/. la. Also, the large paper, with proof impressions, on India paper, 
2 vols. royal 8vo. cloth gilt, originally 4/. 4a., now 1/. 10a. 

BOTANY.— An Improved Arrangement of the Generic Cha- 
racters of British Plants, with a familiar Introduction to the Linnaean 
System, fey W. Johns, M.D., F.L.S., F.H.S., coloured plates, 6a. ; 
plain, 3a. fid. 

COWPER'S WORKS COMPLETE, comprising his Poems, 
Letters, See., with copious Memoirs, and illustrative Notes, by Dr. 
Memes. Several Portraits and Plates, 2 vols. crown 8vo. reduced to 14a. 

GRAY'S POETICAL WORKS, with Notes, Life of the Author. 
&c., by the Rev. John Mitford, with two .portraits, 8vo. cloth, now 
reduced to 5a. 
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HOGARTH MORALIZED — by Dr. Trusler, a new and complete 
Cabinet Edition, with Notes. &c. Illustrated by 57 Engravings and 
12 Wood Cuts, 8vo. cloth gUt, 21#. originally published at 1/. 16#. in 
boards ; half morocco, gilt edges, 1/. 4#. 

“ The plates not only exceed all the former small copies, hut we think they contain 
more of the true spirit of this eminent painter than even the copies of the same size 
as the original prints.” — Gentleman's Magazine, 

PETRONI AND DAVENPORT’S ITALIAN, FRENCH, AND 
ENGLISH DICTIONARY, 2 vols. 8vo. Published at 21. 2s. reduced 
to 12#., cloth and lettered. 

CONCHOLOGY. — Hanley’s Conchologist’s Book of Species ; 
a Description of 600 Species of Univalves, with Figures plain and coloured, 
cloth gilt 5#., or with all the plates coloured, 7s. 6d. Second edition 
enlarged. 

BROWN’S RELIGIO MEDICI, with his Hydriotaphia or Urn- 

Burial, small 8vo. 3#. 6d. A new edition. 

VIRGILII OPERA. 32mo. Cambridge Edition. Cloth, 3s. 

morocco, 5s. €d. 

HORATII OPERA. 32mo. Cambridge Edition. Cloth, 2#. 6 d. 

morocco, 5s. 6d. 

The Second Edition, much enlarged ; dedicated, by permission to 
H.R.H. Prince George or Cambridge. 

THE BOOK OF FAMILY CRESTS AND MOTTOS; com- 

prising nearly every Family Bearing, alphabetically arranged according to 
the Surnames of the Bearers, and fully blazoned or explained, accompanied 
4>y upwards of Four Thousand Engravings, illustrative of the Crests of all 
the Peers, Baronets, and nearly all the Families of England and Wales, 
Scotland and Ireland, the Colonies, and various parts of the world ; a 
Dictionary of Mottos, with Translations and Bearers* Names, accom- 
panied by illustrative quotations ; a Glossary of Terms, and intro- 
ductory Remarks, historical and explanatory. With an emblematic Title, 
richly enamelled. Two volumes, cloth, elegantly gilt. Price 25#. 

“ This enlarged edition has been got up with great care and considerable expense.” — 
Naval and Military Gazette. 

M This is a work of great utility, and appears to have been executed with no common 
care. The crests are clearly and well engraved.” — Sunday Times. 

The Thirteenth Edition, greatly improved, 

CLARK’S INTRODUCTION TO HERALDRY: Rules for 
Blazoning and Marshalling Coat Armours; — the English and Scottish 
Regalia ; — a Dictionary of Heraldic Terms ; — Orders of Knighthood 
illustrated and explained ; — Degrees of the Nobility and Gentry ; — Tables 
of Precedency ; — Titles and Duties of the Great Officers of State and of 
the Officers of the College of Arms. Forty-eight Engravings, illustrative 
of upwards of 1000 Examples, including the arms of numerous Families. 
Small 8vo. emblematically gilt, price 9#. With the Plates correctly coloured, 
21#. ; or on paper prepared for learners to colour, 12#. 

“ This useful compendium appears to be truly deserving the liberal support it has 
received for half a century.” — Gentleman's Magazine. 

u This new edition of a very old and useful work is so pretty, and very elaborately 
got up, that we cannot refuse it a brief notice.” — New Monthly Mag. 

THE BOOK OF MOTTOS, arranged in Aphabetical Order, with 
Significations, Bearers* Names, and illustrative Quotations. Royal 18mo. 
cloth gilt, 3#. 


Digitized by LjOOQie 



4 


WORKS PUBLISHED OR SOLD BY HENRY WA8HBOURNE. 


PXJkX V LEGAL GVZDBS.-VBV BMTZOV8. 

PLAIN INSTRUCTIONS FOR EVERY PERSON TO MAKE 

A WILL ; with Forms of Bequests, Tables of Duties, &c. Cloth gilt, 2s. 

“ Boast not thyself of to-morrow, for thou knowest not what a day may bring forth.” 

PLAIN GUIDE TO EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS, 
GUARDIANS, &c., showing the Duties of their Trusts, and how safely 
to perform them ; the Requisitions of the Stamp Office, as comprised in 
the several Acts respecting Legacies, &c. 2s. 6d . cloth gilt. 

PLAIN LAWS OF WILLS, EXECUTORS, GUARDIANS, &c. 

Cloth lettered. 4s. 6d. 

PLAIN ADVICE TO LANDLORDS, TENANTS, LODGING- 
HOUSE KEEPERS, and LODGERS; including the Law of Distress, 
Dilapidation, Fixtures, New Law of Ejectment, &c. $ the Powers of Tax 
Collectors and Parochial Authorities. Price Is. 

“ It contains a good deal of useful, practical information, in a concise form, un- 
obscured by legal technicalities.— There is an excellent Summary of the Law of Dis- 
tress.” — Times. 


WASBBOimirS'i aKZNZATUBl ZUELZOZOUS LIBRARY. 

FENELON’S PIOUS THOUGHTS concerning the Knowledge of 

God, with Directions for a Holy Life, 32mo. cloth. Is. ; silk, Is. 6d. • 

FENELON’S REFLECTIONS, THOUGHTS, and other Holy 

Exercises, 32mo. cloth, Is. 6d . ; silk, 2s., with a Portrait. 

FENELON’S PIOUS REFLECTIONS for every Day; with his 

Life and Portrait, cloth, 9d. ; silk, Is. 6d. 

TALBOT’S REFLECTIONS, POEMS, AND ESSAYS, 32mo. 

cloth, Is. 6 d . ; silk, 2s. 

TALBOT’S ESSAYS, 32mo. cloth, Is., silk, Is. 6d. 

TALBOT’S REFLECTIONS for every Day in the Week, Poems, 

& c., 32m o. cloth, Is. ; silk, Is. 6d. 

CECIL’S FRIENDLY VISIT to the House of Mourning, 32mo. 

cloth gilt, Is. ; silk Is. 6d. 

DR. JOHNSON’S PRAYERS, &c., for everyiDay. Cloth, Is.; 

silk. Is. 6d . ; morocco, 3s. 6rf. 

MELMOTH’S GREAT IMPORTANCE OF A RELIGIOUS 

LIFE, with Prayers, &c. Cloth, Is. ; silk, 2s. 

WILBERFORCE’S PRACTICAL VIEW OF CHRISTIANITY, 

32mo. cloth, Is. 6d . ; morocco, 4s. 

CLARK’S COLLECTION OF THE PROMISES OF SCRIP- 
TURE, under their proper heads. A new edition, royal 32mo. cloth, Is. ; 
silk, 2s. ; morocco, 3s. 6d. 
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